[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1QF

811

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

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

duplicajessatevs

Ratio

0.5

0
1072

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

D
D

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

Gl

pixelCPE stMp
[\ plerCPENo at

—— D

VI orlglnal stepz bar-pnasel-newgeom

ttbar-phasel-newgeom
R step2 ttbar-phasel-newgeom

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

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

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

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.15--

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

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

oy
113 .
OX:1< ) Y o ERE & LR B AP A
0.8f -
0.78

-1

15 20
.PVz(cm)

NOO;

%]

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

duglicates

~ 0.0

[
--------------------------------------------- D.009
B.008
o
3.007
a
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001

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

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

q

Ratio

0.5

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

=10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

n 0.01
u>c_>.009
5.008
9.007
o
©.006
o
$.005
B.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


