[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

il

fakerate vs r
o o
() [ee]

I
IS

o
N

Sl *"""-l’f.*+ """"
g
+¥#. + “"4‘-»‘).*?:\' e -f

+< -
e . . .

YT BRI T B ----...i d
':"TT Ty -++?++++H+++?r¢+*++rm IT T _____

I':' L .-' 1 T

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos

~ 0.01
.009
.008]
.007
.006]
.005]
.004
.003

o duplicaiessate-ys

0
0

A

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

[

1QF

1.5

t—“ WB’]’. stable

=160 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

Ratio

A
M

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

- SN\I\t')thswitch

o —

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N

0.5

>
10.09
£
=0.08
20.07
o
©0.06
3
20.05
o
350.04
=)
©0.03

Ratio

0.02F-{-
0.01

AL

1.2 -

|
0.8
0.6

RIMHRHES

-1

Bt
2 4 6
Sim. PV z (cm)

0-8 6 -4 2 0

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.2

—10 0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

O

1.9

[y

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


