[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
T

o
o)
[

o

N
I
-

o
N

e [P a—

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

Ratio

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.02

.018F
.016F

TV NN SRS SN SO
PP UM GOSN SN S

auplicajessatevs

0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

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

L QF

Ratio

N E

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

2]

0.4

0.2

i s

0.

+ *
-+
B +4 +

OAB:— """"" FEREEEETE TR +‘ =94

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

.............. T

Fake rate vs

—_—

D
D

M_mkFit_TTbarPU-nc

éIVI CRE_TTDar

M~mKkFit_TTbarPU- ne\’/)vTr4

fakerate vs z

L=-veeee T HRRREREE ARRRERN e
O R e e
et e e e

7 SRS S S e &

T

Ratio

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

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

~ 0.5

> N N N N N N N
L S S S S R
£ SR T T T A WO

2By T S A

o
[SEErR)
w

[

fakerate vs

0.15F++ -4+ T
0.1

o
N
TTTT
—_——

S s i o S

i oL T St o

e:

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07
[2]

$.009
9.008
.007
.006,

0.005E

duglices

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

| SR

50102030
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

I 23 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

S N

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

7 NS SR SRS N B

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2

0.2~

0.9!

10F
1.05F

1F

%50 —15 =10

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



	Contents
	Page 1


