[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

T D DT e - 4

| * | +ﬂ#¢+¢ e ’f"’"""""""’**

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

[ Duplicates Rate v

s vertpos |

~ 0.0%

.009
.008]
.007
.006]
0.005]
0.004]
0.003
0.002F
0'001;,

duplicajessatevs

1O
vaff A4t
1

Ratio

098 - - 11 -F - 4+

Ad|-F I R R

*
h

0.8
1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

[y

10F

1.05F

i

Al

:

0.95E
1072

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

Fake rate vs

DQM
/data’Z/I Tg_

MRFT-DQM _originat
anni/standalone-May24/CMSSW_13 2 X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated-0
mkFit-DQM_original newwindows —

fakerate vs z
.

L SR S T i
X ISR S SO S O 1 N S
S St TN S S o
7 SRS S SS A SN

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

Ratio

0.95L

®0 =20 -10

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

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

0.6

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

N L LR SRR ERRLLELLREERRRE

T SIS SR RS SR s A

04t

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

Ratio

c') é 161520
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.03
9009
% 008
007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001

duglicates

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

Ratio
=
N
T

=10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

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

N 0.01p
z Eoo
20.009F ek
2.008F -+
D.007F----teo- k-
e E : :
©.006F -+ -+e----
a E : :
9.005f+-F-o -
1= F : :
2.004F----5--ee ke
=} r : :
D.003f ook
0.0022—----;....“5..
0.002F++++ -+ [y
o J..G:""il---i".
g 5
8 T T -
08—
-20 =15 -10

Sim. PV z (cm)

5 10 15 20

~n 05
[

~0.45
0.4
q)O 35

up rate

p||

B30 7 ' 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

N 0.2

20.18F

0.9!

%50 =15 =10 -5 c'J é 1'0 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


