[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

0.4

0.2

| T T -

0.8f- oo e S A

fakerate vsr

0.6+ Foeeeees b

Ratio

P
HN

10

cabasiidbbill ¥ 1|. .-
lE—rv-m-rrr; .

1071

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—_

>
D.
+-0.04

s
@
®
=
I
S

0

0

0

Ratio

20.03

0.05
045

.035]

.025
0.02
.015
0.0
.005]

FRvs)
il

0.95

0.9

1072

lOI_l 2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.2

Ratio

0.95

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" """

0.8
O FERTPRREE e

104
1.05

1

I T _original_Tow

Fake rate vs

DOM
éM_TT_newbranch

—— D

POW

M~TT newbranch™] Iowpt pLess MVACand

1

fakerate vs z

0.4

0.2

SR Y A

Ratio

i

0.95;

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.7
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
£0.07
Q
©0.06,
I
©0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

ST -UUE FUTR TUUUY FUUUE O FOUR PP TO0
= Eo | : : g
214 [ i :|." :
L : TH T
0.958 U 1 11 1]
5 =15 =10 50510 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)

N
0

?
g

duglicates

0
0
0
0

0.001

Ratio

0.0
.009
.008
.007
.006]
.005
.004
.003]
.002

1Q

1

il

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N
>
o
?
3
Q
o

§

2.

D
0

0.0
.009
.008
.007
.006
.005
004
.003]
.002

0.001

Ratio

1.0

T T T T [T [T [ T T T

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

o
[N ey
(&3]
oF

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.2

Ratio

0.8

04

RS ——

—10

=20 0 10 20 30

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

N ELAE AL L, ARRREERLRLIRREE

o
©

o
o

L . . . -
N N N " *
L * .."‘.Ec-.......;.ﬁm"" +

0.9!

0 =15 =10

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

-5



	Contents
	Page 1


