[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

| """""" "" """"

+ . 3 .+
'

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
2
D.045
©
=0.04
(O]
©.035
g
20.03
o
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005
0 '* & A |

Ratio

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

L2111

Nl

"
M

e
ATl o
THITH
4 :

0.8

1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

i T

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6
0.4

0.2+ b

Ratio
b
- |
O
$+
E ““-?T’_'l_ mul SRR
v, —
. o
——

Fake rate vs

—— D

U — f
DéM mkFit_ste

M_original_stepZ_tthar-phaseIl-newgeom

| _ttbar-phasel-newgeom
M~ pixelCPETemplate step2 ttbar-phasel-newgeom

fakerate vs z

0.2(

Ratio

3
oy
——t

L1

+

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

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

s ot St S

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

0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2r-

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

J.-G:I Lt

1
0.9F

F:L3

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.021
> C
0.018F
5016
%.014
Q

®.012
3

£o.01
(&)

3.008
=}

9.006 :
0.004f---- T 41, TF
0.002F
10fp

Ratio

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

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

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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

0.8

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.3

-5

0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


