[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

1

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
T

o
o)
[

I
IS

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

<+

s

Fake rate vs

1 2
tr ack ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—0.02
.018F
.016F
.014F
012F
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

auplicajessatevs

Ratio

(0! ! Foeeenaennd e e

0 H
1072 107

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

B
&
k-
e
Rl
———

)

1.05F

[y
TTETTT

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

0.95C

B

ﬁ" reutr |nOIgEele3125 v2_prelimWP_epoch4

elin

T retraln

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4f--

0.2+t

L L B

¢
é
:

Ratio

—10 (') 1020 730
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
L’l-.0.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

o
N

0.15F g+t

0.1
0.05

0.25F -+ -

Ratio

i

o.8f

10p-

-20 15'10 —5 c') 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

NOOJ.

e5125 v2 prelimWP _epoch2 wSQCD

dugliciesgatey’s

.009
.008
.007
.006]
0.005

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

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q

Ratio

) S T CRRPRR

=10 0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5 008
%.007
3
©.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

q

Ratio

|

LN

10

Sim. PV z (cm)

P il T R R S T wEarits
R S |11 W R T 2|11
§ 0.8H- w l}#}“% "Mﬁ% i
REIE ;..t|l.
AL
0.25— ---------------- -----------------------
TSR
ot
0859230 —io o 1:01 250 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.4

550

10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


