[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

C 02
4
2018
$0.16
@ F :
<014 P
0.12
0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04F .
0.02F--mem- —

g [ :
: 11|||||||||:||| ___________________________
AT
0.05L ; ; ;
1072 1071

Ja¥a)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos

—_

auplicajessatevs

0
0
0
0

Ratio

0.02
.018]
.016]

.014F

.012
0.01

.008F
.006F
.004F
.002F

1.0

e

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

3 RAPTY | SO SUONS DU
J._ "r:‘rTTT]’ : :
0.9:-2 :1 H H ,
10~ 10~ 1 10 0
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Fake rate vs

A
.._Euuuuuuu

&

N 0.5

S T A A
P T proeee e A A co
o E : : : :
§ 0
035wt
PR RS SRR WA SR S
0.2+ +erheeseeshe e
0.2F +eebrereee bt
VL S B Rt R R
O rheeeeffp e froeees
0_052_ ...... B **..--.----.--_q, ..... s
RO JOUSS SUUS FUUR: SN DO SO0
T [ : ] 5 :
S : ||||lkll||||| ___________
SR | |||||lgﬂ|||||
0¥ =20 510 20

0 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

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

& AU FALLEL
T
I -.5 0

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N

0.0

>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

1.0

4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 -8 -6 -4

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

J
4

i

010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=0 -10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.2

1_

B

0.95

15

10
Sim. PV z (cm)

20



	Contents
	Page 1


