[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

il

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]

o
o)

I
IS

Ratio

Fake rate vs

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
g
2.009
g
:0.008
[
®.007
e
2.006
o
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

Ratio

10 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cm

ooy bt

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8f-==moe Beeeneeeess 2ot

pileup rate vs r

0.6

| RS S — L

| SEEEEEEEEES T 5""+"<""‘>':""

.............

02 oo

A0k
1.05FFF

Ratio
i

0.95F ---{---FT
0(\: 1

g'vwf'* 8%?%@%&%@“

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

.........

Ratio

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

-10

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
L’l-.0.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

............

..................................

Ratio

1 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

z

o
o
ey

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

.................................

............

..............................................

q

Ratio

0.5

of

v 4
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

0.4

0.2ff

..........

Ratio

.?IO
- - s
3

............

0 0 T

10 0 10

20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

| = REREEEREEEE FEEERERE SRR

..............................

0.8

R S 64 *

pileup rate vs Sim. PV
-
S

0.4

...............................................

7S HRRR SRRS SRS SR R S

E-
1.05§

H
o

Ratio
b Cor

0.95H

e

10 5 0 5 10

15

20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


