[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

il

P

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

duplicates rate vs r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

T [T T T[T T[T T T [ TT T T[T ogEr [T I T T TTTT

Ratio

0.95L
1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio
=

il

0.95

1072

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

DONM_T1

Fake rate vs

1..

fakerate vs z

Ratio

—— DOM_T

—_MRFIT-DQM_originat -
/data’Z/I(_?_glan ni/standalone-May24/CMSSW_13_2_X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated-0
mkFit-DQM_original newwindows

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

e

09535

-W#Hlﬂhm%&lﬁ{

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

-20

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

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

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

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.5

20.45
Q
0.4
£0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

S rat

duplic

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

T[T [ T [TT T[T T [ TT T[T [ TTT T[T ITT[IrTT
-

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N 0.5
>
0.0.45
€
5 0.4

Up“CateS rate vs
o I

© v °©° w
N 01 W o1

d
©
O
=G

0.05

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs z

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

Ratio

O-IIII
it

0.9F

0.8L

B30 =2 ' 0

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

~ 0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.3
0.2

0.1

Ratio

1.05

jl

10F

0.95°

%50 =15 ~10

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


