[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

il

0.8

fakerate vsr

0.6

0.4

0.2

10

Ratio

. L
1 ([

+.... B
H

1071

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

[ 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

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" """"

0.8 W.,M

!

O FERTPRREE e

o R e ;

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

0. 9=
10'

e

_in i#ﬁ##%ﬂklﬂ ...........

-+
0—1

+

1 2
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

D

Fake rate vs

M BIXG|CPEC|’]I

—— D

asel-newgeom

D IVI —original_step2_ttbar-phasel-Newgeom
ttbar-phasel-newgeom

ixelCPE steifz ttbar- Bh
OR_step

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

J.-GIIII

e e CET s

Ratio

1.

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
ﬂ-.0.45
€
o 04

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15
0.1
0.05

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

Ratio

L0F

-20-15 -10 -5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

il

0.8

0.6

duplicates rate vs z

0.4

0.2

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

Ratio

1O
1
0.9F

F:L3

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05
>
50.045
£
50.04
%.035
o
©0.03
[}
9.025
Q
£0.02
=}
9.015
0.0
0.005

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

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

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.6

0.4

0.2

Jfeemam s - - S -
20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N
>
o
£
0
1%
>
L
©
e
a
>
o
S

Ratio

0.8

l* """ R

0955215 -10

10 15 20

) é
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


