[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
~ 05
0.45
0.4 : :
0.35F+---+-+- e S SR
0.3F e o N ER froeeees

fakerate vs

0.25

,_\
<7
kN
4
{-
3
)
3
+
i
il
£
3
4
A
'

0.95L " " H

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—0.05
¢
$.045
8
+0.04
]
®.035
S
20.03
(=]
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005F

s

ksl - Lo - - TR

1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

fa M|

iR
0.8f--eeeee

0.6+

0.4f--eeeee

0.2feeeeee

-
TTTT T

o] —— BV H B e

0.8

S N T

fakerate vs z

L T R

X SRS S S S SN 1A

(O SRPPPPS PRPPRRS RN RN SRR -t

0.3F------keee-
S S S o

)] SRS TO N SO S .
E % H@WM*%W +=}+ ;
mo'----.-*"-'

D |

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

Ratio

.

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

N 0.0
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
20.07
2
©0.06
L
©0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

B

v
g

095545 =10 -5 E16 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

~0.05
[
D.045
£0.04
)
2.035
e
50.03
T
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

:-a-

..1?............ [ T e T
&
-

|H =0 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0

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

Ratio

1.0

o
i
e P
Kr
n
s

o o R R

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

o

|
[é)]
oF
[é)]

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.af e

0.2+ emeeieeeene

A OO TOUUR FOUO DU T O

’ |”1“”--- qull”h L

H
%

1L

| i ~raaas

0.95!

W
o

20 =10 (') 1020 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

i :
¢¢ mﬂ*";mﬂ;‘*w <>:<> + +

Ot
1 ESSO U U SEUUS SPROD SOPNE AONS H

0af i i

02f g

0.9!

0 =15 =10

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


