[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.1

Q
2009
£0.08
o
0.07F-
0.06F-
0.05F--
0.04F-
0.03F-
0.02E-
0.0%f-

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

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

s
+

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]

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

q

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

1

o
©

o
)

IS
IS

-

~n0.05

o 5 5
D-04BF-cwrrrieerehenefeee P RRRA e
T E . :
D0.04F oot R ARREEt
= C . .
B.036F - oteeeeekee |y TP T
0.03F -+ wbeeeeeben o] T T .
0.025f -+ rheeeneshene [ EERTRRE . e
0.02F -+ eeeneih & IR S R
0015+ ebeenenesiees
00T+ rheeenesiene E TP T dreeeens
0.005F+++++cfeseeesies L ERERTTERURRRE: R
o . 0oF 1 1 Ll 1 1
gt :
L
| REELERT EEEERE T ¢ CERELEE REETRITRIREE
OS50 =10 0 10 20

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~0.05
>
0.045
£
‘(7)0.04
$.035
2
©0.03
]
$.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

P e e e e e

1.0

Ratio

e
T

I 273 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

O

EﬁEEEﬁ@BT%@%&

=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

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

0.5

>
2.0.45

pileup rate vs Sim

0.4

©
© W
w o

0.25]

©
= 01N

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



	Contents
	Page 1


