[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

il

©
©

fakerate vs r

o
o)

I
IS
T

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0%

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
0.8

R U U S

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5 seere s
R e e
I A0/ SN N S

0.2+, . S -

E k< X

I S gtr
o : *"’-.,: -,
E 1 q""F*+ 1

Ratio

1.5f

OF

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

1-=;++--x-ui¢**~o ------- L

...... e eezeaeaas

DOV CKF_TTharPU
M_mkFit_TTbarPU
Fake rate vs D

M~mkFit_TTbarPU-clonerfix

1..

0.8

fakerate vs z

S St TN S S o
7 SRS S SS A SN

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

1;—---0 *{!ﬂ;&ﬁ‘bﬁ”""&'ﬂww |:
0.95F+nnnn {ﬂ++
3 : +: g :

sl 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

1_"",""'"""'"""""""""""""", """
- . w‘m&w..+# :

o H . .,,.,... -..*-‘—mr.,,-rw -

R R e

0.6

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

04t

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

Ratio

510 50 5161520
Sim. PV z (cm)

N O OJ.
[2]

$.009
9.008
.007
.006,

duglices

0.004
0.003

0.002

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

0.005f -+ heeene PR e

30 =20 =10 0

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

of
oo

Ratio

0.5

-1

Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

20 -10

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
N 0.2

> F : : : : : : :
R SR S S AR RS

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


