[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
T

o
o)
!

I
IS
[

LA 13 T

SR RS

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

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

o duplicgiesdatesys

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

o
o
o
(4]
T [TTTT[TT T [ TTT [ TTTT[TIT T[T T[T [TTTT[TTTe

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

Ratio

Jubay

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

1

pileup rate vs r
o
[ee]

o
)

IS
IS

0.2

Fake rate vs

—— D

D

M_CRF_TTbar
M_mKFit_TTbar
M~”mKkFit_TTbar-newTr2

N~ 0.1

2 :
2009+t
m .
$0.08F -+t
=< :
S0.07F--e5-
0.06F -+~
0.05F+-----i-
0.04F-----3--
0.03F------5--
0.02F -+ sk neeees RN oo ’
0.00------k-eeee- RRRRRTE R :
§| T T ! |

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

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

Ratio

Lo

i \ ........ _

30 -2

=10

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

0 30

track ref. point z (cm)

N 0.0
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
20.07
2
©0.06
L
©0.05
0.04

0.03
0.02
0.0

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

Ratio

1.5

Sim. PV z (cm)

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

10 1T 23 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 0 10 20 30

=6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

~ 05
>

2.0.45
0.4

©
© W
w o

0.25]

pileup rate vs Sim

o
= 9
a_N

108 6420 2 4 6 810

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


