[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
f
+
4

o
o)
T T
+

I
IS
[

o
N
[

| R R Rt G i R

e
[~]

Ratio
-
o
AR
[
&
iy

10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

(IR RAREN LR RN RE RS RN R RN LR ARER LR

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 05

4
20.45
©
=04
>
20.35
o
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

TR

Ratio

oo Ak
[ b 4

Fake rate vs

M_mKFit_TTbar

DOM_CKE_TTDhar
D

M~”mKkFit_TTbar-newTr2

1..

S R

fakerate vs z

X S e o
| T

0.2+ ek erenebenns

Ratio
» »
.0
»>
»

0.95!

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

et

0.6

N

> L :

o -

E P i
R |
o F
> L

@ [

o

o}

4

<

i

Y ereratiarasiras 5
Pt R

TR

02

¢

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

Ratio
—

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

=60 10 20 30
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

e

osf

o

0-8§ 6 4-20 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

1 | J#“‘“****H’

-30 =20 -10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.1
>
30.09
=
=0.08
€0.07
o
©0.06
o
8005
20.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

o

Ratio

o _ . . + ++++*++mm++++ * - -----

-20 =15 =10 =5

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



	Contents
	Page 1


