[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

1

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
= 0.0%
0

$.009
T
$.008
[}
®.007
g
$.006
fe]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

Ratio

[Pileu

p rate vs vertpos |

1

pileup rate vs r
o
o0

o
)

IS
IS

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

Fake rate vs

£l

[plopy]
(9]
0N

~0.05
[2]
9.045
©
50.04
X
$.035
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005
C 11 1 1

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

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

Ratio

1.4

1.2

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakerate vs. si

mPVz |

~0.05—
> :
©.045f- -
£
'(7)0.04 :
$.035H -
2
©0.03F- -
(0]
$.025F -
0.02F -
0.015F-
0.01E-
0.005F-
0

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

1.4

Ratio

1.2

-10-8 -6

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

=T

ofmmoO
2l0on
oo

o
[e3]

o
o
o
al
L LR R LN LR R R R LR LRRRS RRRR LR

o o o ©
S
©

lIcatesgateys z

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.0]

>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

q L

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

Ratio

o5

6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

=10

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

~ 0.5
ﬂ>-_0.45

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

4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


