[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.8~

fakerate vsr

0.6

0.4

g2

0.2

o P :

P |
] 0 +|T
§ 12 T $11: £
11 Tl T
[ T 4

0.8k
1072

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

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

duplicajessatevs

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

Ratio

0.5

0
1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

0.6
0.4

0.2

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" ""

0.8[----eo- SR SR

Ratio
I
N

D
D

—— D

Fake rate vs

nasel-new

eom

pixe|CPETemplate_step2 ttbar-phasel-newgeom

V_original_stepZ_ttbar-
éM plerCPETempIateCut hiSquareNew6_step

ttbar-phasel-newgeom

Yev---- R TR

0.8ff++resiees

fakerate vs z

0.6ff--+-+-

]

0.2

Ratio
=
Ny
T

m
)
~
®
=
=
®
<
[72]
@
3
b
<
N

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

0.6

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.2

| IR R

L e

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

Ratio

6555
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0%
9009
% 008
007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001

duglicates

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q

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

[ Dupl

icates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01

>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002

0.001

Ratio

0.5

q...

=20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio
=

0.9F

0.8k

-0 0 10 20

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

30

1

0.8

0.6

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

Ratio

o

© O

T T

L Tt : 1
.:t' :
—— :
t

B e T -

Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20



	Contents
	Page 1


