[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

i R R #-w ------- -

fakerate vsr
o
I
)
SR
T

0.4f--wemees Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

02

Ratio

0.95L

1072 107

10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duplicajessatevs

Ratio

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

1071

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

[Pileu

p rate vs vertpos |

— 0.2
g
2018
@©
50.16

=}
20.14
o

0.12
0.1
0.08

0.06F
0.04F

0.02

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

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

Ratio

10F

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

Fake rate vs

—_—

D
D
D

nasel-new

eom

pixe|CPETemplate_step2 ttbar-phasel-newgeom

éIVI Ol’lglnal StepZ_T1ibar-

[\ plerCPETempIateCut hiSquareNew6_step

ttbar-phasel-newgeom

0.8f+eeekeees

fakerate vs z

[

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

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

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

Ratio

o 9*30 =0 -10

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

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

0.6

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

N IR L SRR ERRLLIELEREERRRE

O A S S S

04t

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0%
9009
% 008
007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001

duglicates

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

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001F

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

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

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

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

Ratio

L

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

6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

N 0.2

% 0.18F

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


