[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

0.6f---{----+-

o[-

0.8f-+{-

| """""" ' """"""

0.8!

1072

track ref. pglnt r (cn%)

| N DY Y VA W HEE PN N |

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

1072 107

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

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

0
1072

101

[ Fake rate vs

I— E@M i

TEE:

NN
Patatata’
g

fakerate vs z

Ratio

E Fg%ganIdFllesuS v2_prelimWPM_epoch4

InBldFiles123 %RWBEWXE%&PQW%pocM

1_

0.8

0.6

0.4

L

%85 —20

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

L=eveee T T HRRRERE R SRR

L QT | | | |

1.12— T ] R R
LT . Lo

ogbLlI¥ :

=10 -5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

30 =20 —10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N
>
R
N
%
>
L
15
e
[%]
Q
[
>

]

Ratio

Eo.08

£ 0.05
o
50.04

0.1
0.09

0.07
0.06]

0.03
0.02
0.0

Ve

B
T

0 8 6 -4 -2 0 2 4
Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0 0.1.
@ 009F
$.008F-
o
D.007F
o
0.006F
0.005F
0.004F
0.003F
0.002F
0.001F

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

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

Ratio

D0 =20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.0
>
20.009F
5 00sf
9.007E
3
©.006F
o
2.005F
9.004F
0.003fF
0.002F
0.001F

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

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

Ratio

o5

Q=+

%60 =40 20 0 20 40 60

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


