[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

il

0.8

fakerate vsr

0.6

0.4

0.2

h
4
4 [

Ratio
P

4#3:_ ity ___________

10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

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

duplicajessatevs

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

q

Ratio

0.5

F
1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

; | SEEEEREEEEE ot Bttt
> 3 : : :
Q L : : :
g8 r SR :
o 0.8 % Rk R EEEEE EEEERREEEE
= L : 1 :
9 L . : .
a B ’+ *
06?* ----- * - -4 ,.-‘ ----- ..........
I A HIF 4
SO Ak :111+1 RN ISR
P SSSSSRROR O 10 1) 44 O S
I SOV UL
k%] SEEEEEEREREEEE X R 8 & R LD
& 4L I
Pt ##ﬁ* B k SEEPPLPPED
OAg'z H J. T H ,
10~ 1 1 10 0
track ref. point r (cml)

M_mkFit_ste

Fake rate vs

—— D

ttbar-phasel-newgeom

B M_original_stepZ_tthar-phaseIl-newgeom
éM:plerCPE emplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

J.G--IIII

R L LR B g o - B
..........

1
0.9
0.8|

Ratio

0.7%

100 10 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
’370.45
€
o 04

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

I
o 2
01N

3

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

.........

ha

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0
[
D.009

% 008
007
006
D.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates

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

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

q

Ratio

0.5

=60 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
0.001

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

pileup rate vs z

..........

Ratio

0

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

20
track ref. point z (cm)

10 30

~ 0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.3
0.2

0.1

s

Ratio

1.05F

0.95°

%50 =15 -10 -5 0

5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


