[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

-
]
-
Q
X

“—

Fake rate vs

g
0.18

®0.14

0.2

S0.16F

0.12
0.1

0.08f--

0.06

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

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

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

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

?é élﬁgg@ nea/TrS

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

— V\,r\
—_— —m
—_— m

—m

N
%]
>

o

4
©

+0.14

2018
@
£0.16

0.2

0.12

0.1
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

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

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

1.4f
1.2F .
R RE et |11 1| CAEn eeeaes

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio

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

_t_
_E‘T*
_¢_._

5 10
Slm. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01
@.009
% 008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

duglices

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

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

=60 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

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

~ 0.01
)
.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 |

~ 0.0

>
%0.009
%.008
9.007
3
©.006
o
2.005
9.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

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

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

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


