[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

~ 05

0.45
0.4
0.35F
0.3

fakerate vs

[
e

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

0.8

1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.6

0.4

0.2~

0.8f----- N % ...........

Fake rate vs

V "'EEE H R

Ie5125 _v2_prelimWP_5iter
1 Biter

0.4

N e S s S
n 1_ : : : : :

> H H H H H

2 [ : : : : :

© r : : : : :

o 0.8~ FREREREN FREERERD AR e
X | . . . . .

o : : : : :

8

et e e

Ratio

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Ou

=20 15 lO

-5

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 05

I
~
a

o
~

0.35

duplicates rate vs
o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

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

........

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

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N 0.7
>
1 0.09F
£
=0.08F
Lo.07F
o
© 0.06F
3
£0.05F
o
30.04F
=)
©0.03F
0.02

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

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

Ratio

O'Oé‘.'. ) +
il

|l{:3co
of

.L5 20
Slm PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.4

0.2~

1.05F

J.G-:IIII

""" g,
""" i ||1|rﬁj--‘**v-"‘{r¢n| .

0.95%

=100 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1_

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

10 15 20

50 5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


