[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

~ 05

2 :

@OABE e SREEERRRRLE

© H

@ 04 e

5 :

E0.35F ke
0.3 eemeeberfe foremndenenis dreeeena

0.25
0.2
0.15

LAY E 20 LA LM LA AL L L L L

01 2.3k b o Sl o [ Bttt R
0,05+ e e

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0%
4

$.009
%
.008
[0]
.007
Qe
2.006
(=]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

q

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 05

4
2 0.45F
©
=04
>
20.35
o

0.3

e i eiiieeieeasanaeaaaaan

-
£

1072 10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

PHNPNA
—_— —V
Fake rate vs | —— EgM:Vagg

N 0.5
Y . . . .
QO-ABE ke

@k
& ~4F : : :
g O04p pe B A v
< E : : :
30.35;— """ FARERE ARRRRRL ARRRRRR -
e SRt S S
0.25F -+ rheeeenes e g
e
015:_ ...... E........: ........ é---- - -'

o

0.05F-+-+-feeeeebfip b
20

Ratio

------ Tereeeeen mfacas - 4o

s
T

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

0.95!

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

o
w

fakerate

0.25

S
T T
0.05F + ----- %+++ -----------------
A
I : e
0.95(5 -55 0 5 150 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

B0 =20 —10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.01

>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002

0.001 : : : ! !
q...i...i...i...i...i...

Ratio

0.5

%0 =40 =20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

B30 20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
N 0.2
> o
210.18

Ratio

B

0¥"2— 2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


