[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Fake rate vs

©
©
!

o
o)
[

0.4

| [EEEEEEEEEEE T

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

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cn%)O

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7
0.6F

0.5[:

duplicates rate vs r

0.4F
0.3
0.2

0.1

Ratio

e +T E
+ 11
+

1071

0.95
1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| SEEEEEEEEES e e

0.8

plleup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

Ratio

fakerate vs z

=30

o
N
T

il "'EE'E %Ef%é'

Igl iles125 v2_prelimWP_epoch4

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

10

200 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

[}
o

( N
a1

T T

o
N
[T T[T [T [ TT T TIT T TTTT

0.25

0.95%

=15 =10 =5 0 5

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

‘oidEles125 v2 prelimWP epoch?2 wSOCD
0.8 :

O0.7E e

0.6F-1

0.5

duplicates rate Vs Z

0.4+

0.3

0.2F---

0.4F-ffEL

T T [ T [T [ T [T T T
- : 2
B =

—i

——

Ratio

.

o o
T

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

0.3
0.2

0.1

9o [ .
IS r :
o [ :
oo : Lo
ook cBlITETE
=20 15 10 —b 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

1k 4=

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3
0.2

o

Ratio

5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

09555215 =10



	Contents
	Page 1


