[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

1—----------------------------‘-------. -----------

2
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

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

duplicajessatevs

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

Ratio

.
T T

0.95L

1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

- 05

g
2045
@©
S 04

3
30.35?HF

O SR S S —

1072 10

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

D

Fake rate vs
1_. e . -
""‘ *‘ f'."-' - .Fpﬂ"h.f" .E.““"

fakerate vs z

Ratio

T e
o
T e
T ———

1;— |]|fr TTIII

UéIVI Ol’lglnal StepZ_T1ibar-

nasel-

newgeom

pixe|CPETemplate_step2 ttbar-phasel-newgeom
[\ plerCPETempIateCut hiSquareNew6_step

ttbar-phasel-newgeom

. g’

:dl]. e asshrh UL

0.95%

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

30 —20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

N R A S A
ot bbb
0.6
ot

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

0.95%

10 15 20

S S [
Sim. PV z (cm)

NOO;

%]

D.009
% 008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]
+0

duglicates

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

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

Ratio

0.95L

=30

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009F
5 oot
%.007F
o
©.006F
[}
9.005E
(&)
2.004F
=}
9.003F
0.002F
0.001

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

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

1.0

Ratio

0.95L
=5

I 23 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

S

02
0.18
S0.16f
30.14

0.12 ,
0}
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

ate vs z

up

pil

Ratio

0.95%

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N 02
20.18F

09555215 -10

-5

0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


