Fake rate vs hit

0.8,

Duplicates Rate vs hit

Pileup rate vs hit

2 2 UF 2 1F
= = o = L
207 2 0.09 2 I
Q [0} - Q I
g £o.08F © 0.8
S 04 P 3 s I
< $0.07F = [
T 05 S0.06fF 2 oql
;’- -06E 0.6_—
0.4] UO.OSE— I
03 0.04F 0.4
0.03F [
0.2] E I
0A02:— 0.2} -
o 00 .
o 0 ° O:"' o of
® 1 g 1 B 12F
@ o o
0.9 0.9 =
O‘U 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0"0 12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 0'0 20 25 30 35 40
ack hits track hits track hits
. Ol B nasel-newgeum
_— M_pixelCPETemplate_s 682 ttbar-phasel-newgeom
_ M”pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare5_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
[Fake rate vs 1§ ——— M_pixel CPETemplateCutChiSquare5Test_sfep2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
0 08  0.05F » 0.8p
EY 9 ossk- S F
g 07 B.045F g o7
[ v E [ -
> > 0.04F > F
2 0.6 e E o 0.6F
g 9.035F [ 3
) E o E
s 0§ £o.03F 3 O5F
o E 3 _f
0.4 ‘D.025F 0.4F
=1 F F
k= E F
03 0-02F 0.3F
0.015F E
0.2] 3 0.2
0.01:— F
0.1} 0.005F- o
g o o OF o O
T 1. T K .
g 1.05 g & 1.3
. 0.9F i3
0.95 . H H H H 3 . 1 0.9 i -
°%Y 20 25 005 1T 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5 o8 5 10 15 20 25

Fake rate vs layer

fakerate vs pixel layers

track layers

0.5

Fake rate vs 3D layer

fakerate vs 3D layers

Ratio

6 7 8

el
track pixel layers

track layers

[ Duplicates Rate vs pixel layer |
» 0.0
4

o18F
016 :-
o4 i-
o012F

0.0k -
oosf-i-
006F
004

o02f-:-

_gup_&;:ates r@e Vé pl.@| I_@ye

o o

Ratio

0.95)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

Duplicates Rate vs layer

0.8[ 0 0.05p—
E [}
07E D.045
E 80.04
0.6 0
3 D.035
0.5F I
; go.os
0.4F ®.025
E L2
03f é‘o.oz
E 0.015
0.2
E 0.0
04 : 0.005]
1.G: i i i b i o 1B
1.9 g
1
09 0.95]
§T 23 4 5 6 8 9 10 ) 25 3 35 4 45 5

track 3D layers

track 3D layers

Pileup rate vs layer

N
a
ol

p rate vs pixel layers

track layers

0.5

I
IS

Pileup rate vs 3D layer

pileup rate vs 3D layers

Ratio

6 7 8

!

0.8

0.6

12 14 16 18 20
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


