[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

e SRR
0.8 Beeeeeees

Y I SR

o

0.9 L

0'2—----- e
+ .
:#4* :

o 0 : : :

< 1.058FH{4-HHA
e 19 4 :
BT T
0.958-F AT+
10™

1072

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

0.8,

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.3

0
15

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r
T
g

Ratio

0.95!

. EERREEEEE WA
1 RCTRONE R SNSRI S
3 ***‘*#%“ s
od I
r ]
0.4:— ---------- ------ B
S SN WA € N

101

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

Fake rate vs

DOM_old
DéM_W

—— D

ron %
M_V000I R000000001

Global

CMSSW_X_Y_Z_ RECO

1

fakerate vs z

0.4

0.2

Ratio

10 0 10 20 30

0.95!

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

vs Sim
o
iy

£0.35

o
w

fakerate

0.25
0.2
0.15)
0.1
0.05

E b Lo
Bo8 6 4 20 2 4 6

8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.8

0.6

10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0

>
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

1.0

’

12 3 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

) SRS NI RS N S

7 SRR SRR SN SR SN B

UG....!....

T
.
:

B

0.95 i ! i

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

R SR S S AL S

2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


