[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

- 02
Q
2018
S0.16f
< E
014
0.12
0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

TTT T T

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

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

Ty

1 0?
track ref point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.02

.018F
.016F
.014F
.012F
0.0
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

auplicajessatevs

i

e
Lol

A
0.8F--

Ratio

1072

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

R

Fake rate vs

zé éﬁggg nea/TrS

~0.05
[2]
.045F
©
50.04
X
$.035
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.02f-
0.005
C al

P S, S e

1.4

Ratio

1.2

T T

—

il

o
aF
(@]

L%ﬁﬁ#llf

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

N 0.0
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
20.07
2
©0.06
L
©0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

+Of-
1.2F-
LIE-
:

Ratio

04t

'l K R AN K "E .
-5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.02
.018
.016
.014
.012
0.0
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

Sdatey’s

auglicate

TR T T [TTT[TTT[TT I [TT T [ TTT[TTT[TTT[TTT

T

Ratio
I
N
T

4]

-10

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

n 0.02—
> o .
20.018F |-
%.016F{
%.014F- -
o F

®.012F
2 ET:
£ 001

(&) L .
2.008E-{
=] E |
9.006F - ;
0.004F- {14
0.002

-10-8 =6

=420 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07

)
.009
9.008
o
.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

Ratio

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

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.0
>
20.009F
5 00sf
9.007E
3
©.006F
o
2.005F
9.004F
0.003fF
0.002F
0.001F

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

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

Ratio

05k

Q=+

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


