[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

P P S S
0.8f- oo e SR N

D e s o i
S

0.4

fakerate vsr

Ratio

R
T +

2

4

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
2
2.009
T
0.008
(O]
©.007
g
$.006
o
0.005

0.004f - -
L

0.003
0.002

0.001-r-1-

L
4

10§

-
anpogr+

Fake rate vs

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

i A CoTTTTTTeTRT

[ Fo*
SRR SUURURE ST 4 ..**

w&w -i?-'f’

ﬂg“rt‘ﬁ%aﬁﬁ e

0.8

X T - ———

fakerate vs z

R R
0 R R A

8T 0 Y

0.3

Ty

T R . A -

il

-10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

2O

Ratio

098535 20

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
’370.45
€
o 04

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

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

Ratio

Sim.- PV z (cm)

T[T T[T I T[T 17T

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

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

Ratio

J.-G:I EEE
1
0.9F -+

EST

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

]

0.

0.4

0.2

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

S T T SR S S S

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


