[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

1

fakerate vsr

10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

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

duplicajessatevs

—

TTT T

10

Ratio

1

0.8

4

. 4

1072

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

e D S N

D

Fake rate vs

—— D

M_pixelCPETemplate_s
M~ pixel CPETemplateCut

DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-Newgeom
eé)Z ttbar-phasel-newgeom

hiSquareNew5 stepZ ttbar-phasel-newgeom

1_

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.21-

08'““"‘ ....... ..... M

Ratio

=
: 2
=

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01

sdateys

.007

uglicate

0.002
0.00

.009F---
.008F---

006} -
ke] N
0.005f 4|
0.004ff -3
0.003F{f-- -

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

—— .
—-—

Ratio
PP
[N}

0.8

-30

1 E

1] db

T T4 [ Lt
—20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02p
> o
20.018

5016

%.014f
[¢]

©.012

8 o
= 0.0

(&)
2.008
=}

9.006F
0.004F
0.002F

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

........

Ratio

0F

. H N . * .
. . . * .
'l P FEE T TR PV PR FTee
b

..........

ot
it

o mmesS
-+

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

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

z [
[ — r

1 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

-
ool
.._.;.3:_'.“._5......
e
i

... ..

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


