[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

~ 05
Q
20.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
.0

fakerat

L U LN LR RN LR RN RARRN RARRN RALR

Ratio

1.1

0.9

|
F :
L aaadnl " ERTIT | IR EITT
| R PSR N I O s
10+ -4 - < 0-5- qpn::(p -----------------------------
1072 1071 2

1 10 0
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

auplicajessatevs

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

- 05
4
20.45
©
=04
>
20.35
o
0.3
0.25
0.2

0.15]

o

o O

[S2 Y
T T R

- - e

oy

1072

101

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

[m¥aY W] /aYaYa)
\/

[ Fake

rate vs

N 0.2

.._Euuuuuu

L[]
cuwuth

¢
90.18

I
50.16

¥4
£0.14
0.12
0.1

0.08F

0.06
0.04
0.02

v

Ratio

B

0.95!

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

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

~ 0.2

Y T I S B I N T
R R HEH R
o P : : : ] : :
- z z o A
ost g 0

Sim. PV z (cm)

O O O O|F/F—F—x+

010 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
0.001

Ratio

0.5

QF

%0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0

™

10 20

0 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 05
>
2.0.45

Ratio

3 R A
e e R o e
0=6 =6 -4 20 2 4 6 8 10

.PVz(cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


