[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.8~

0.6

0.4

0.2

1

fakerate vsr

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

Ratio

«of
:

0.9

0.8-

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.

b4
20.09
©
=0.08
4
©0.07
g
20.06
o

0.05

0.04

0.03

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

05EFf--

1072

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)O

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

| T S S [P ————

oaf ,,M ..... # H _

0.6+ EREEE

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

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens boeeenees

o R e I;

“‘“‘”‘““‘*qﬂH

OAné ‘!‘ il

[y

D

Fake rate vs

M~ pixelCPEThi

—— D

DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-Newgeom
éM pixelCPE st,eifz ttbar-phasel-newgeom

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

ol

0.2

0.6ft+-| 4

J.G--IIII

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

1
0.9
0.8

Ratio

0.7%

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
0.0

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

N 4’: .

By e S Sty 7+ ST ) SR
DBt faghe-agtse % :
T prhaste gl

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

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

OR2_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

~ 0.5

g : : : : :
g O-AB
R e

S rat

£0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2

duplic

0.45f-----+--
s

0.05f

T
+

l.

Ratio

0.5F

C_""

=6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

S T T SR S S S

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



	Contents
	Page 1


