[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

| oEEEEEREEER vt CTTTTTTTTTRATTT, - el -
0 8-_ ...................... e ?’.‘:.*+

j s 1

[ ~ o
()< SeREPPPPPR SRPPPPPP ST

I
IS

o
N

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.01
.009
.008]
.007
.006]

o duplicgiesdatesys

© oo
o O o
o o o
w b O
PR prrr T e e
e e T

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

e D s

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

M_mKFit_TTbar

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0 8:"".'.?.'.’509*‘- . ........ ________ .. w’,'"“’.’.
Y P SUROR USSR AU AU A
Y TR S A

7, RS RS SO SR S

UéIVI CRE_TTDar

lwlw)

M~”mKkFit_TTbar-newTr2

S R SR AR AR

30 -20 -10 0 10 0 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8
0.6
0.4—----5- ----- ”'."."-I‘.G+-\.'\ -----

S

R S S S S SR S

<0F : : :
E o PO

] SO PO g . SR U R
E [ TP P

1.5:_ ........ -o ...... ............ e FRRREEEEEEE
it PR ——— =
-20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.02p ; ; ; ; ;
P01 S PN S -
0 0 A S S
e

Sdatey’s

.012
0.01
0.008]

auglicate

0.006;| -

0.004
0.002

Ratio

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

0.001E--- ++

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

i

s
+

4
T

q

Ratio

osf-F

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

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

0.8

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

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

: : : ety
30 =20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3
0.2

0.1
q 11

Ratio

0.5 ===t ot s i eay e

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



	Contents
	Page 1


