[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

- L

0.8 Feehien

fakerate vsr

I
0.6 T

0.4f--wmeees FRTT :

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

o I R RRRREECEC e
> - : : :
@ - : : :
s ¢ : + :
o 0.8 T e deeeneenes
g 3 S : :
S 0.6 Foeeees Mmoo
° e . N
0. g ermenheeeenend e
[ = Py :
OO SO SRR 0 OSSO
3 T :
: ‘.‘:
) I RPN N N R
g P, . 5
R N 0 R
x L1y *##: ; :
| SREEETEETL B ek - . LT LR
T 5
0.9L L "

1072 107

1
frack

1 2
ref. pgint r (cml)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

0.4

10F

Ratio

1.05F

0.95

. R Fr S
0.8 TN e S
; : *¢¢+ :
0.6 ‘ﬂ N £ F PR
e
oof Fi
| 1 SR

Fake rate vs

—_—

D
D

M~ pixelCPEThi

DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-Newgeom
éM pixelCPE steifz ttbar-ghasel—newgeom
OR_step

_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

1

e — -

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2 f e

..... T
E 5 E
. .. .
..... T
: .
. [ ]
. .
..... L R S
H .
Poe
. Ll
: -
B
s me
e,
bl

Ratio

S -
3
:
}

o
©
o

o
{0
TTTT

SR
0 10 20 30

|
W
o

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0

Ratio

855 =15-10 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

1

...,.
.

0.8

duplicates rate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

...,...,...,...
——
i,
o ®

+Q
1.2

Ratio

111

\AARRRN BARLEaLE
—

i

100
track

|
W
(=] 3

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

30
ref. point z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.2

0.1

e

Ratio
(=
N

[iN
N
RRARAN LARLN RRRL

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

08| 5o

) U PR S S
0.4k R e S
I L
0.2ffff e T $i i
N
° lQ_....l....f-\'l....l....YP'._...l....

g F LB ™ A*FT :
1R H R tis (SR
F f : 't gnag® .
15 it 1{ ------------------ l ----------
0%35-20 =10

0 10 20 30

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

track ref. point z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

0.1

10

Ratio

1

N

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


