[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r
o o
() [ee]

I
IS

o
N

| """""" ""' """"""

Fake rate vs

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.02

.012
0.01

auplicajessatevs

0.008F
0.006F
0.004F

0.002

.018F
.016F
.014F

AN RARY
_$+5

=

1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

T pr S S
S T
| I - é
0.4 __________

0.2+ B :

c§'°¢++ + +

N 0.5

fakerate

Ay ST N I
U N 1
0.38F -+ reberreseetennese e
e SRR IR
0.2+ heeenp
0.2F -}
0.15F oo
0.0 heees
0.05F+++--iev--

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

|||I|||§1111I||

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

> : : : : :
L R I S SRS S
£ SR VOIS WS T
@ OAET

o
[SEErR)
w

[

fakerate vs

0.25F

o
N

0.15
0.1

TITT TTT O
—-

0.05F
o +0f
T [
@
0.95H

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

i)

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

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Dupl

icates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.02p
> u
2.018f

5.016f

%.014
[]

B
T T T
T

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

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.8[----eot J[ R

N T T
||:|||I|u : 2
e
: :

0.95]

=30

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.2

B

0955

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


