[Faker

ate vs vertpos |

~ 0.2

o F
20.18

©
$0.16F
X

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

ISV e —
0.12F : ? :
% SRR AU SRR SR
: SR :
0.08F -+ R R R s
0.0 -k oo S SRR
0.042—----;-##5*’ ----------- e e
o.ozﬂ##ﬁ#--: ------------ R P ERTTRIERE
aF il 1
o+ -
I T :
i 1 .
OQE :

Fake rate vs

L

1 1
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

2

o1

0.8

0.4F
0.3
0.2

0.1

1
-

-

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

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

\/ Iy o

—m nu
—m nu
—m nu

el

S
S
S
S

rétrainOldFiles 125 v2_prelimWPM_epoch4

Hggg:reat?ginomﬁlesl% v2 prelimWPM epoch4

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

| s RRRREEEE R SERRRE

Y |

N
0
>
g
©
<
0
g
@
Q
o
=
S

Ratio

Ratio

0.95!

0 10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fake

ratevs.simPVz |

30

il

T
c-®
H
;
)

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

09539

0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.5
>
D-.O.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

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

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

5 10 15 20

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

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

0.2

0.1

o e L N
1
: .<> TlT TT?’TTTTT%””

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

0.95;

~ 0.07

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

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

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

Ratio

010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=10

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.0
>
%0.009
%.008
9.007
3
©.006
o
2.005
9.004
0.003
0.002
0.001F

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q_...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


