[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r
o o
() [ee]

I
IS

o
N

| """""" ' """" e

Fake rate vs

- 4+
L 4
et :"""""‘;_{!‘;{} """ -
r JLIEE
%o"’o# R
b gt
A Y I
gk k) T J|H|I l M ko
" " "
107 1

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
.009
.008]
.007
.006
.005
.004
.003
.002
0.001

o duplicaiessate-ys

0
0
0

Ratio

"

Y| il
I 1 00 S
0.95

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

o H-B

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

1

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

e
0.8

Ratio

~ 0.5
[2]
>0.45
0.4
0.35

fakerate

0.3F

0.25

0281
0.15F
0.4

5

PN —NUTUT-
%‘IUUNNL

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

0.05F <+ e eeeeeesheneens N STRTT S
o . 0oF 1 | 1 | |
K : :
24 ! :
bl T + ‘f""’:‘é
093 20 -10 0 10 20

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
D-.O.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0155 T
0.1+

0.05

Ratio

o

©

]
T

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

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

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.1

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

Ratio

0.02
0.0

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

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

[ —+—

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

0.

~

0.6

pileup rate vs z

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

Vs | S

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

1

0.8

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.2

Ratio

0 5 0 5 10

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


