[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

I=----ee--- [ PR o -

ogsiﬂ#ﬁ*% ......... ‘ ______

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
2
D.045
©
=0.04
(O]
©.035
g
20.03
o
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005
.0

Ratio

0.9

L TP
1H--- T

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

0.8

1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.6z -wweeeee ERRRIL L TR T

O FERTPRREE e

o P T I
> 3 : : :
Q 3 : : :
- . . .
o 3 : : :
Z : : :
o 0.8 T * fireeees
3 3 : : :
2 L : :
o :
)

0.2+ B e g

Ratio
-

-
=
e
—— [
—— [
|

+ 1T

B
T
—— E
) 3
M —
"
1

D

Fake rate vs D

DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-Newgeom
éM pixel CPETemplate_s eé)Z ttbar-phasel-newgeom

M~ pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquareNew6 stepZ ttbar-phasel-newgeom

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4f-

0.2(

Ratio

T

™o 20 -10 0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

o
w

fakerate

028w b

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

il

0.8

0.6

duplicates rate vs z

0.4

0.2

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

Ratio

..........

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02

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

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

0 15 20
im. PV z (cm)

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

0.8

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

TP
$
-

0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

0.5

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.2

0.8 T T T T T T T
07 % ------ _—_— %

e e

L e o S o

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

Ratio

510 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


