[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

| e "" """""

o Y

SV N N
ey

.0 s e
3 . +1+ N
[ . HES RS . 1
L : +| ¥+ :
1 - - - e AE AN NS —. P W 1 A,
- " B d
F o . . .
L+ . T L
B O+ N -
0.95 " H

1072

1071

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

b

| """""" """

|

0] e * -----------

o 1B P ST BN
T *1-* 4+
[h L 4 : 4 : : +
l_—w+* "."”“‘i -qm----*i P S N A,
N : e .
0.95L : L3N ;

1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

o P P e

o f
AR IR

0.4 %5 e b e e
N T

pileup rate vs r

-
- A :
-, .
0.2+ - Rl § EERTITEEREETRR
L : : +
Y| | Ly | L | T
2 L : :
(U > : . -
€ [tee |
1—W JakRuni BV S 1
I . -
[ :+ T[T :
0.911 1 I 1

D

Fake rate vs
T P e

fakerate vs z

Ratio

—— D

UéIVI Ol’lglnal StepZ_T1ibar-

nasel-newgeom

pixe|CPETemplate_step2 ttbar-phasel-newgeom

[\ plerCPETempIateCut hiSquareNew7_stepZ ttbar-phasel-newgeom

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ol

0535

—20

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

16 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

i R R

0.8 +frrrreeess B e

J.G- III.

Ratio

10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N 0.5

o
w

025

o
N

dupllcate S rate

0.15

Ratio

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N
" . : :
> [ : : :
() B . . .
® 3 : : :
o 0-8}- ------ O e
> o . .
) L : :
g8 ] :
061 A
] : £
1 : L A
PR3 TN 00 So:
[ : Ca
A . . L[]
1 : fe 1,
0.2H ARREEEEE [SRREEEE R R R ARERLEE
0T o
MO_....i... |....|....I'| |

Ratio

bty

10 0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.3

0.2

Ratio

0.9!

%20 -15 —io £ 0 5

1'0 1'5 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


