[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
T

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

I=----ee--- . -------- - -

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

Fake rate vs

[ Duplicates 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]

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

q

Ratio

T [T [T [ TTT [ TT T[T [T T [T T[T roTt

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

i T

08 ﬂ%\[

06:&;&%*#

0.4f--eeeee

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

pileup rate vs r

—

7] EUSURR PO SO SO

Ratio

fakerate vs z

L=-veeee FEEREE e HRRREREE HRRREREEIELREEY
A S S S
T et s s S

7 SRS S S A4 SN

=10 0 1 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

S T
R S S S 10
= ST W
@ OApT

o
[SEErR)
w

[

fakerate vs

...........

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5 008
%.007
3
©.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

q

Ratio

0.5

2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

e e,

pileup rate vs z

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

Ratio

0953 10 2030

track ref. point z (cm)

-10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

S S e S L S
0.8}t

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

04

7RSSR SRS SR R S

S S S A

Ratio

)
1. qts

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


