[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

—

2
2018
®©
50.16
X
£0.14
0.12
0.1F
0.08F

Fake rate vs

0.2

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

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

=

track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%
.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duplicajessatevs

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

Ratio

05

0
1072

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| SEEEEEEEEES """"" '“" """"""

o
©
!
.

pileup rate vs r

o
)
[

IS
IS
[

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

E%M H

~0.05
2]
9.045
©
50.04
X
$.035
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005
L

Ratio

UII II 1T U
are Tron\[Mgﬁi PIyU
are ron

09.»

710 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

~0.05
045
£
'(7)0.04 :
.035f----
©0.03
(0]
025
0.02
015
0.01
.005

i
H
$
0

0

Ratio

1.0

e
1

o

©

]
T

0 -5 0 5 10 15 20
.PVz(cm)

0.0}
.00
008
007
006
D.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates sateys

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q L

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
9.005
(&)
3.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5k

q_...

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

~n 05
[
~0.45

o
€ 04
g
20.35
a

0.3
0.25]

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~n 0.5

B QA5 e b e e S S

[y
T

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


