[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

0.

0.

0.

Ratio

0.95!
1072

0.

1

-.-I---.-.-I--{--- T

8|

6

L L L

7 A S R

SRR RS SR S

1071

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
007

Ii(;gtegatfbvs

o
o
()]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.007

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

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

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

- s

pileup rate vs r

0.4

—
—t "

L + 0
e

0.8 Beesseeeees :

0.6} Foeeeees :

Ratio

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

0

0

Ratio

09530

0
-
nE | ...!..I
; i

DOM_old
DéM_

—— D

wron %
M_V000I R000000001

Global

CMSSW_X_Y_Z_ RECO

T

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

o
fos)

o

fakerate vs Sim. PV z
o

o©
P

0

2

1_

8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

TS

20 -10 0 10 20 30

~0.05
2]
D.045
€0.04
%)
9.035
8
50.03
e}
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

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

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

Ratio

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

12 3 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

02 :
0.18F----+
So.16F---f
B0.24f--f |-t
0.12)

ate vs z

up

pil

0.08H--t#

0.02t--{-+-4f - [HE:

Ratio
=
(2}
!

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

N 0.7

> [ S S
R R AR

S

Rl e

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

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


