[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

Ratio
I
el
——

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

.009
.008]
.007
.006
.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

o duplicaiessatevs

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

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

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

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

Ratio

05

QF==

oL H
1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| SEEEEEEEEES TR ey

1
: g1ft 5
0,62%@.2% 111 5

[ pl
o T ........ -

pileup rate vs r

B
H -
408
b ool 2
+T| i
Al

1072 10

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

— B Ve —mRE=N

~ 0.5
Y . . . .
S0.4BFrreei e CRRREREE AR ARRREER ARREEE

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

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

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

; AR H I
=30 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
ﬂ-.0.45
€
o 04

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

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15
0.1
0.05

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0
o

.009
.008
.007
.006]
S

0.005
0.004
0.003,
0.002

0.001

Sdatey

uglicate

(] —— R R NeRe) ER1ZSICNSS 13 2.8 Bredlere/BOMTT_BRIS:

q

Ratio

B —=0"=i0 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0%
>
20.009

5 008

D.007F -+
Q

©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}

B.003F o4

0.002
0.001

T

5

Sim. PV z (cm)

08w fob
[ 1 J
0.6f------ (ARERES a5

SR S L N

pileup rate vs

7 AU SRS SRS SR R S

A.f _______________

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

Ratio
v
O
!
e

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

BENER R

0.8

0.6

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

A e e

Ratio
.
!
4
-
N

T IT
* |

B0 =15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.95° Y



	Contents
	Page 1


