[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

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

0.6

fakerate vsr

0.5

oy L
o ***%**#* -----------

Ee e
-
—
+

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

Ratio
= =l
=y ol
i
: L —H
——— [

. + .

D +17 N

o o L0 L P 3 I e
HEJ "

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
= 0.0%

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

duplicajessatevs

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

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

q

Ratio

05 -nnennnes (PP s

oL H
1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" """"" "": """"""

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

D

Fake rate vs D

M~ pixelCPEThi

DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-Newgeom
éM pixelCPE st,eifz ttbar-phasel-newgeom
OR2_step2_ttbar-p

N e

S - : :

[0) - N

g I s

§ 0.8l fpeeeeteeee et ;

v | K

s [ p
0.6 {fit f1-- P
0.4 feeeened PR SRR
0.2 *’ ------- e
oot LI :
56 20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

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

o
[SEErR)
w

[

fakerate vs

& s ot S SO S

o
N
i
.
.

0.15F- -+ -t gyttt L 1
Ot d- Do g
S AR SR AR

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

hasel-newgeom

~ 0.0
[

D.009
$.008
.007
.006,
fe]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001
3| TN N T

uglicates

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

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

Ratio

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

G| R Beeeeees

0.5 ------ P

Bo—=50=10 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

85=F=3=2 10 I 2 3 45

Sim. PV z (cm)

TR
o [ : : | :
g [ YRRk
<o | ety T
> o d . " i
g | * 5 w 5
"ol b e + ------
11| 3.3 DU SRS A
0.2f [
° J-CL: ] ] ] | |
g F : , : :
@ sk fet oo ]
£ LLRE G '
Bl Lhﬁﬂﬁm .
0.95; L L L r 3
%30 20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N s

> T

IR

?» 0.8+ %&w&*ﬂ ---------

%) b H H H N

> v N N N N

@ L

@ R : : :

o N

2 .

D :

3 |

0.2f - beeee T T PP PR
r\-|||||||||i|||||||||||||||||||||||||||||

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


