[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

o P P T

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

0.8f- oo e S

fakerate vsr

Y — S AR 1 (S

(7| o
0.2F e 2 ......

1.1:;{:{ : '
0.9
0.8E

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.02

.018F
.016F
014F
012
0.01F

0.008F

0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

Uy

duplicajessatevs

Ratio

155} -

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

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

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

1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

o P :

0.2+ B f

1.1%— ---------- #

Ratio

1_=¢M+ -1- l" <--"-' -----------

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

hasel-newgeom

DQM_original_stepZ_tthar-phase1l-newgeom
_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

DOM pixelCPE_step2 ttbar-

Fakeratevsy _____ D M:BixelCPEChifOF{_stepB
z posm - I---:I--I---
> .
[0) H
® :
S 0.8t} -e e 5
X .
&L :

0.6 -} -H- oo e

0.4 WAL

0.2l
g F p :
T B T o

-30° 20 010 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.7 - T T
> . . . . . . .
Q0.09F--wirrrrsirrnssiess e e s
c A

0.08
£0.07
Q N
©0.06F---+ -} |:
I

©0.05

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

0.04f -k oo ST
0,08+ oo L
0.02f -+ wiemeirereesionnnede e degrnieens
0.00F -+ +heemecheesbor oo
o . B
dil-

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0
[

D.009
$.008
.007
.006,
fe]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001

uglicates

—i0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

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

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

Ratio

OEF:
1.4H-
1.2H-

8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

6

N -
(g | ’: . . .
L : . : : :

g bl '5-""'-":"'-"-'5& 5

o 0.8 g e U B B

s L l: : o :

@ = : : : :

z | i AR
(O35 R 11 S SR E
11| | | SRR .
Y IO | IO | A SO S S |

o O b b

5 | L ‘ 5
083520 -10 0 10 20 30

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

track ref. point z (cm)

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

L RS R R

-5

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



	Contents
	Page 1


