[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

il

©
©

fakerate vs r

o
o)

I
IS
T

Ratio
=

0.9

0.8k
1072

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001- -1

1. OF

Ratio

iE 1.

0.95F - -f-4---

O.“:
1072

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

Mstep3_TT default

Fake rate vs

~ 0.5
g0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

fakerate

UéIVIS[eDd I T CRF

Mste

—— D

3~ TT_defaultNEWT-oldsamples

Ratio

0.8]

0.6]

0 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

Ratio

-1

0-8 6 420 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07
[2]
$.009
9.008
.007
.006,
(o]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates

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

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

QF-

Ratio

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

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

AR AR AR 1) AN AARAY RAAR RAAAI B

Ratio

ST0L 2 3 45

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07

)
D.009F
B.008F
o
D.007F
o
0.006F
0.005F
0.004F
0.003F
0.002F
0.001F

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

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

Ratio

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

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.0
>
20.009F
5 00sf
9.007E
3
©.006F
o
2.005F
9.004F
0.003fF
0.002F
0.001F

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

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

Ratio

=20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


