[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

0.8
RSSO S ST
Y SRR SO |

I S S —

0.3

0.2F

o . . b
04F---------- R N R L ECEEERTEEEE
: : +
4
+H F Y
- + It
L3
= B = R I B B R
-+ .
+| |
B T
* H
L AT L |
C -
1@

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

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

duplicajessatevs

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

TR T [ TT T[T T [ TT T[T T T [TI T[T [ IT T[T T roTe

Ratio

05

F
1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8
0.6
)71 I -------
0.2F e, .....

Lof—e i el

i T

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

F SO

SNpuEE

L

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

DONM_T1

Fake rate vs DOM T

I—------ baiioniie i e

fakerate vs z

Ratio

A S S S
ot s S e
| S S S S

0.2

—_MRFIT-DQM_originat -
/data’Z/I(_?_glan ni/standalone-May24/CMSSW_13_2_X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_mod_upda;
~_mkFit-DQM_update-mod127

edmod-127

-30 =2 ' 5y 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.5
>
ﬂ-.0.45
€
o 04

fakerate vs

Ratio

I
O w
w U1

0.25

o
N
.

oacf A

0.05

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

1.12 T S [ ERE S
£ .
96 -i5-10 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0
[

D.009
$.008
.007
.006,
fe]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001

uglicates

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

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

Ratio

o0

q L

B —=0"=i0 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

R B N W N B
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8
0.6
0.4

7 AU SRS SRS SR O B

™0 =20 =10 0 10 20 30

H=-------- P = -

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

1 .

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


