[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

o P P i

0.8f- oo e SRS

fakerate vsr

0.6+ Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: -

) SRS S -

J.G-:
1.05E}
Bl
0.95fL:

Ratio

0 [¢]
1072

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—0.05
2
2.045
©
20.04
[}
%.035
g
S0.03
fe]
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005F

.of
ookt T T+
o8kl -4 H - T

Ratio

0.7E .
1072 1071

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| SEEEEEEEEES e P -

e |

0.6+ Foeeeees -4

pileup rate vs
4
&

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens boeeneeeend =

02 oo

Ratio

g
3l
i‘f*
-

+

D

—— D

Fake rate vs

[\ plerCP

pixelCPE_ste

ttbar-phasel-newgeom

DQM_original srepz har-phasel-Newgeom
é ENoI\/PatR step2 ttbar-phasel-newgeom

1

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

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

.........

J.-G_I |

Ratio

1.1

0 10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.5
> N N N N N N N
L S L S A At
£ SR VU ROV SO O
@ QAP

fakerate vs

o
[SEErR)
w

[

0.25

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

o
N

Ratio

L
L

09¢

.........

10

=20 15 lO

1520

Sim. PV z (cm)

il

0.8

0.6

duplicates rate vs z

0.4

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

B it Sl T

Ratio

i

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05

£
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

0 10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

BN

B0 =15 -10 =5 0 5 10

1520

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


