[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.8

fakerate vs r

0.2F e

S U N S
0.6f e ----------
S SN NN N B
A0 SN S X 1

0.3F-------- ERRRIEEE | -

Sl [

Ratio

+ +4

B S R

0.95
1072

1071

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.2

0.1

S -
0.6f-+ e+ ------------
0.5 o S
A9 S S

0.3+ RLRRRIREREE

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

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

0.95

I I s

T ++

1072

10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

M_mKFEit_TT pL

Fake rate vs

—— D

DQM_MRFT_T Toriginat
éM:mkFitjl’T:pLW

N 0.5

fakerate

0.05

2 TN T A -
P -
XY SN T T -
0 TR T
7% SN N N O -
0
YT SRS T s -
U USSR SUOOE OO0 NS

) S L HLARRE

10

20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5 " M T
> : : : :
L SR U S S
£ : e U L
2By TR S A

o
[SEErR)
w

[

fakerate vs

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

o
N
[

R S s e

e

s Tt s e =

ot bk st

Ratio

T
i
+
-

+

0 -5 0 5 10

o

©

]
T

15

20

éim. PV z (cm)

=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

0.001F------+------ b CRRRPR R PR EERRT

Ratio

0.5

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

~ 0.5
g

80.45
= 04
0.35
0.3

0.25

al

pileup

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
20.045
£
7)0.04
9.035
o
$0.03
o
2.025
S0.02
0.015
0.014
0.005

Bpeesheeeseeas

1.0

Ratio

e
T

seepeenaes
T

0.95-

6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


