[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

- 02
Q
2018
S0.16f
< E
014
0.12F
0.1
0.08F}ft
0.06f3{#:
0.04
0.02+"

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

0.8

0.7F-
0.6F
0.5F
0.4F
0.3
0.2

0.1

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

P—t———
E .—!—'Q-:... oA R, R
PRELTTY

N~ 0.1

¢
90.09
I
50.08
¥4
$£0.07

0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

=0 0 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

Ratio

%08 -6

4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8ft-
0.6ft-

0.4ft

NEEN AN

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

e OF o Of
I F : <
o N : @

0.5 ---enene R LELLEL LR SRELEELRILE

0-2 I 1 I 2

10° 10~ 1 1

0 0 track ref. pgintr(cml)O
—Glohal SIS S kP
e

obal W—lo0s
N N 0.21
2 2 0 18:
] A
g €0.16
9 s
© 20.14
o a
[}
)
(o]

=6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

>
2

Ratio

0.2
0.18

10 -8

—6—4 20246810
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


