[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.5
0.45

fakerate vs

Ratio

I
N

0.35 :
ogf
0.25 :
0.2
0.15 : : .
0.1 L 144F - e
0.05F : '
B,

L L iun
+ T
H |+ E
(AR E B B B S R T P LECEE
4113 . H
4+ .
BN 1 Y O S Y A e
0.9 ha % ]
L

0.8
1072

rack ref. point r (cm

101 1 10 0?

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
009
008
007
_% 006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

licatesyatevs

0.001

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.5
4

20.45
IS
S 0.4
>
20.35
o
0.3
0.25

Fake rate vs

~0.05

Ratio

o E : 5 5 :
D.04BE oo
B0.0ab oo i
60.04:— """ oo PR PO S FOY R e
= E : :
B.035F ke R
O A S S
0.025f+-++i-rweee I -
0.02F+++++-ereeeiiee Rl i
T 11118 R E R
Y05 SRS R SO |1 T N S
L e | A
:|I|||
e RERETER- T A1 1Y T
P UURUNE SUURR SO | B ) 8 ESSUUONS
10 0 10 20 30

t
D CRF-test_1000evt
D M CKFREFit-test_1000evt
DOM mkFitREFit-test 1000evt

%8520

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.7
> . . . . . . . . .

AL SR S L S S R
= H H H H H H H
50.08
£0.07
o

$0.0§
e

$0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

Ratio

ey

~ 0.0]
2]
9.009
B.008
%)
9.007
Qo
9.006
e}
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

QF

Ratio

0.5

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

QF

%0

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

40

Ratio

e
T
i
%
%
———

05520 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N 0.7

>
80.09

4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


