[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.8

fakerate vs r

N — — o
O
S SR R
A9 SR R
I SO S
I SO S

0.1+ '+'+++E+'+'++a' -

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

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

Y

Ratio

0.95
1072

Fake rate vs

1071

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.02

.018F
.016F
.014F
012F
0.01f------
0.008F -+
0.006F

auplicajessatevs

0.004F + 1
0.002F-F- 1 T-- b
o 1B r ] Ll
2
@
L1k i o ¢ i m o SRR PP
0.95

1072

1071

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.4

0.2

| R """""" e
0.8+ #Hy

0.6+ Foeeeees et

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

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global

__CMSSW _orig
__CMSSW _allchi2

fakerate vs z

A R SR AR AR

7 SRS S SS A SN

Ratio

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

o l_W{\: 1 1 1 O 1
g HHELLE :
4 I HNNESHY
°®™e 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.7
2
0.0
€0.08
3
20.07
e
50.06
(o]
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

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

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

...........

~10 0

10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05
>
20.045
=
7 0.04
%.035
o
©0.03
7]
9.025
o
£0.02
=)
9.015
0.0
0.005

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

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

B
T T

Sim. PV z (cm)

20 2 4 6 810

30

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

|I||1uuuull|l||
||hlmmn||”||

H

i
SohTo - 2030
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8~

0.6

0.4

0.2

0 5 0 5 10

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


