[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

o ©
o)

!

§

o

0.

| R Rt LR LR SR et -

[e¢]
.
LN

D

IS
T
H

=‘n

2K 2 st """"""

—

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.02

.018
.016]
.014
.012
0.0
0.008

auplicajessatevs

0.006{

0.004
0.002

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

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

e 4 1
e
L

q

Ratio

0.5

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

NS

1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

e D s

0.8—++

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

DOM_mkFit_TThar

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.

0.

0.

UéIVI CRE_TTDar

—— D

M~”mKkFit_TTbar-newTr2

S R SR AR AR

Loy oo : : : Lebet
gl e e gt

B * o
r : ] : . :
6f------ Beenees P EE LT IEPRRLLY: freeeee

N
A
&
-
_._-.-
%
e
G
e
-
=
=

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

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.

0.

0.

e T o

-10 0 10 20 30

R S S S S SR S

8

6

4_ .......... O e e S

[e] PN ENEWE FEEE FEETE SN T FEEE FEE T ST

A . . S

[ s Lo :

N - _.d"_.,.

] R FERERERERRTE R SRR T LT R TP L
-, -

Sim. PV z (cm)

I T R g

~ 0.021
.018F

.016

Sdatey’s

.012

auglicate

0.006
0.004
0.002

.014F

0.015--f+
0.008f |-

P LT T TIT T

Ratio

i

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ 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

q

Ratio

05

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

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

; ; .,
-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

A SR HEE S S S S
0.8

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

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

Ratio

—15 -10 5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


