[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

| """""" "" """""
(0| R R SICRELEEEE SERRELED L R

o
o)
[

I
IS
!

o
N
T

.
2

0.9

0.8!

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
4
2.045
S
=0.04
[
®.035
e
20.03
o
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005F--+++-+; d%%-
;ﬁ*mf.'f

10f

Ratio

18 | T4 A

oo/t - HAdF

0.8

1072 107

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.2

i =

0.4 nn : 14

=
-;*?t
gf*

e

fakerate vs z

Ratio

elin
T retraln

ﬁ" reutr |nOIglEel

iles125 v2_prelimWP_epoch4
e5125 v2 prelimWP _epoch4

1r=-

o8l
0.6f-t
oaf-|:
o2

J.G-:IIII

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

........

1o -e
0.8f
0.7t

HTITON PTRILLE

it "+.|,-s-

=30

6 10

20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

Ratio

0.9F

ot

+

0?0

15 lO

15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.2
g F E E E

o TR A S
T SRR TR P

A3 VU SO SR
0.08F e e
LTS SRR ) SRS
0.04F el Ei
L

........

...........

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

Ratio

0.9F

$=

Ou-

H Kk ;
=30 -20 -10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z

N 0.7
>
10.09
£
=0.08
20.07
o
©0.06
3
20.05
o
350.04
=)
©0.03
0.02
0.01

TP T[T [T [ TT T [ TT O [ T T T[T et

........

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

........

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

1O

Ratio

1 20
.PVz(cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

~me-m o

—t—

—

0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0 é 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


