[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

il

0.8

fakerate vsr

0.6

0.4

0.2

10
1.2

Ratio

1.
il

1072

FE

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—_

duplicajessatevs

0
0
0
0

0.001

Ratio

0.0

009+ -+
008F----- -
007F:-4+F
006+ |1+
oosft--|- -
004f-4-1}
003}t |- I

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

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

o's

0.8k
1072

4
0028+ |-+ {13
E . A
- . FHRRE -
o.9F - T-4HHHT - -
E B LTI #
10"

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

Fake rate vs

0.8

fakerate vs z

Ratio

UéIVI Ol’lglnal

—— D

M_firstTest_byPassRefit
M~firstTestFit4 1000ev

10 0

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

5101520
Sim. PV z (cm)

~0.02p
.018F
.016f
.014F
012F

sdateys

duglicate

0
0
0
0

Ratio

.008F
.006F
.004
.002

LOfp

0.01F

1.1
jl

0.9F% -

0.8}

=30

-20

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

>
0
E)
@
®
0
2
D
0

Ratio

.009
.008
.007
.006
.005
[S]

.
>

.003]
.002
0.001

OF—7T
-

0.0

004

i

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

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

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

0.7t

0.95—'
0.85—"

=10

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.4

0.2~

0654

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

0.

LO

0.8}

#+

M&* . +_*_*f*_ _*f*_t*_*f*

830

—io (') 30
track ref. pomt z (cm)

=20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1_
0.8~
0.6~

0.4

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

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


