[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

fakerate vs r

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

"tk '@:Jlf»' 1

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

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

10

1l +1- -+ -4 4

Ratio

0.8]

- Al

0.6F

1072

1
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

0 H
1072 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

Fake rate vs

Ve

elin

retraln

EEE ‘TF Clrer |nOIgEele3125 v2_prelimWP_epoch4
6 T

e5125 v2 prelimWP _epoch2 wSQCD

N 0.2

g
90.18 ..................

©
50.16

X
£0.14
0.12
0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04

0.02

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

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

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

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

Ratio

6 102030
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

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

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

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

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

101520
Sim. PV z (cm)

NOOJ.

~ 0.07

@.009
% 008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001

)
.009
9.008
o
.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

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

duglices

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

q

Ratio
Ratio

0.5

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

010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=10

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

n 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)

0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


