[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

I=--eeeeees A I

fakerate vsr

L -
+
- -
| o . . .
o) minlF ST ETTY BT ETTTT BT AT U TTT B S A AT
1.9 . . .

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

oo
0.4f--+- e + ------

02f oo

HII -------------

0.95

1072

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

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

oo

oo | o

) SRS SR 1 R S

0.95 L . H

D

Fake rate vs

M~ pixelCPEThi

—— D

hasel-newgeom

DQM_original_stepZ_tthar-phase1l-newgeom
_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

M_pixelCPE_step2 ttbar-
D fOR_stepB

fakerate vs z

0.4

0.2

1 e

Ratio

el
s

0.95!

30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.7
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
£0.07
Q
©0.06,
I
©0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

B

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

B e
o
B . W
R
S ————

favs)

b

OS50 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

O T
LT R N s v
s S NS S S

R

-
: || : 'E'I|
=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs.

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

A SR HEE S S S S

0.95°

[y
TTTT T

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



	Contents
	Page 1


