[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

0.6+

| """ '“" """"""

0.8f- oo e SR

0.4F-------1 R PR ------------ -----------

ok

Ratio

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duplicajessatevs

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

Ratio

05

0
1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

0.2f o :

o P :
0.8 TR :
0.6+ Foeeeeees :

0.4f--eeeee Freenen ;

o s

Ratio

L1 1 SEREEE  ELEREIEES :

11 R S R :

1072 107

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

Fake rate vs

TR
' _mE i
m 11-

ne-h 24/
8ar%e-mo

CMSS(YV

c‘ﬁ‘%’f‘

13 2 X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated-0

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.5f -+ hererp

03|

02f e f A

0 S

bt

X T ——

R R e

i RO S S

Ratio

RS |

! S

X SRR S AR 5
85 =35 =10 0 10 20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

30

track ref. point z (cm)

0.8

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

7 SR T
0.3

0.2

0.1

X T ——
R

X SRS R S N SN S

Ratio

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

ZIE:

0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

NOO;

.009
.008
.007
.006]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

du@llc@eS@tQ:ys

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q L

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

Ratio

1l H
0 10

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N 0.2

n>._o.18j—-§ ...... R

TTTTT T[T ]

N
AT

6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


