[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

0.8~

| """""" ' """" -

fakerate vsr
—
——

S SO UOUOI SUON e 0./

0.4f--wemeees FERTPRREE e s

.009
.008
007
006
+ 0.005
0.004Ef -+ 1++f -
0.003F} - {1} -
0.002
0.001

duplicajessatevs

R

a

Ratio

==
E3

||||! MR e

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

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

12
1.9
B 414
e T

Ratio

1072 1

=

10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95L

=
T T

£

1072

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

DQV_T

Fake rate vs

—— DOM_T

al

MRET-DQM _originat

mkFit-DQM_original newwindows

nni/standalone-May24/CMSSW_13 2 X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated-0

0.8

: OLBf e
0.6F------ e deeeees [ : :

fakerate vs z

0.5k

0.4

0.3F------k--

/data?/l (_?_g_l

0.7F e ereeee b

e !
e
L

E o . L o ")
Q2 T

P OO OO SO of8 OO W

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

~0.02p

sdateys

014f
012
0.01
0.008F
0.006

duglicate

0.002p+ -

FTTLTTTITTTT]

Ratio

F
o)
-
: [
——
T C

O18f e

o.0oafr-—-Jitl L HAL- 1§

Ratio

=10 0

10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakerate vs. si

mPVz |

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.5

fakerate

© ©
o L 2 N ©
LN g W

~0.05
>
50.045
£
50.04
%.035
o
©0.03
[}
9.025
Q
£0.02
=}
9.015
0.0
0.005

[T T [T T [T [ TT T [T [ T TTT T T[T

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

LOf-T

Ratio

115~

0.95;

0 =15 -10

50 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 10 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.9!

930 =20

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

"

¥

10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


