[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

1072 107

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

= 0.02
018f
016f
014f
012 : :
0.01 =+ B foooe —
0.008F
0.006
0.004

S0 DO

duplicajessatevs

...... T U SRS
Qi :

1072 10‘1

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.1
0

>
20.09E
©
£0.08
=}
20.07
o
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01¥

oy
T

D

Fake rate vs D

1

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8
S St TN S S o
7 SRS S SS A SN

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

pixelCPE stMp
[\ plerCPENo at

ttbar-phasel-newgeom

DQM_original srepz har-phasel-Newgeom
é R step2 ttbar-phasel-newgeom

0.95L

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

P ——TT
o
0.6
oo

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

o] W FEEERE FRENE FEETE FEEEE SN FEEE FTE
| - T S

0.95%

15 =i =5 0516 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~0.05
[
D.045
£0.04
0
2.035
=
50.03
fe]
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

s
TTSRR=TTT

™0 -20 -10 0 10 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

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

nEIIIIIII
£oitlrs +#H*+++{% B
B0 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

093020 10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~0.05

>
0.045
=
‘{,—)0.04
$.035
2
«so 03
@ 025
20,02
0.015
0.01
0.005

—'5 c'J é 101520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


