[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

T P e
[ e

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]

o
o)

I
IS

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8

0.6

duplicates rate vs r

0.4

0.2

Ratio

+

HE 3

0.95L
1072

O'1 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.6

0.4

0.2~

0.8Fsg """ b

— +

o 3
E

M_mkFit_TTbarPU

UéIVI CRE_TIDarFru

Fake rate vs

—— D

M~mkFit_TTbarPU-clonerfix2

N e
n 1_ N

o b L o

) o N N

g . Do

o : ‘.

(] f

¥4 .

©

E:

—io (') 0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
D-.O.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15
0.1
0.05

Ratio

0.95; 10 15 20

S S TS
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

duplicates rate Vs Z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

favs)

TT T I T T T [TTT T [TTTT[TTTT[TTTT[ITTT

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

Ratio

?™0 20

=1 (') 0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.3

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

0.2

0.4F

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

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

Ratio

B
T T

S R [

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

-
TV
L\_o- | .;. | .;.

100 1'0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.2

0.9!

%20 -15-10 -5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


