[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

0.6

fakerate vsr

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

B

10

Ratio

1.1

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

1

s A i IR

0.9E
1072 1

Fake rate vs

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
b4
$.009
g
0.008
[0}
007
006
o
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uplicas

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

.
T T
4

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" """"" *'

0.8

0.6f—------- ¥4¥+#+++§*+ﬁ

O * i

0.2f e B s

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

L
e 3

0.95L

HEE

I%?MHE%@BSF{E

initial
It ini

i

%)tep

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

J.-G At

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

1.1

Ratio

} 411

-20

10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

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

10 15 20

~ 0.01
[
D.009
B.008
2]
2.007
Q
©.006
T
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

3.

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

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

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

n 0.0l——————————
> . . . . . . . .
80,000+ rireosiinchon e
BL008E
D007+ bevieeebonb i f
Q .
R S R
%] H H H H H H .
Q . . . . . . .
B.004F - treretrre gt
=] . . . . . .
R e e O
0.002F -+ e deeeebonnibnadnnd
0.001

1OF
1.2F

Ratio

11

-

210

123 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

=

10 0 10 20 30

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

J.G-_Illlillll

Ratio

1.05F -

.........

0.95%

10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

| R LR SR RRLL

o
©

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

.........

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


