[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

i ” " e ”’w

0.

Q0

fakerate vs r

0.6

o

7 SRR RO R S

+OF

Ratio

| [

1072 10

1
track ref. point r (cnli)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8

duplicates rate vs r

0.6~

0.4

0.2

Ratio
T

2

---------- S o

1072

O—l
track ref. point r (cnli)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

o
fe)

0.

0

Ratio

0.

1072

o
fos)
!
L

)

S D s -

T R e S |

* m.“-» :

i Titiiﬁmtmﬂti

AL e

+ + +++

U'1

O'1 1 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

DOQM old
DQM_wron
éM_VOOO R000000001

Fake rate vs

—— D

Global

CMSSW_X_Y_Z_ RECO

fakerate vs z

3 SRS NI RS N

7 RO SRR SN SR SN B

Ratio
0

20

-30 =T 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z
| AR, i

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

o
fos)
[

fakerate vs Sim. PV z
I
P

o©

P
!
H

Ratio

20 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

4

09“10 & 6

~ 0.
4
20.09
€0.08
8
©0.07
o
50.06

Ratio
iy
T

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.7
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
20.07
2
$0.06
3
£0.05
o
£0.04
=)
©0.03
0.02
0.01

i

[ . EI
-10 8 -6

20 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

]

-30

et el Hii#iiﬂil

e Al
10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.

2,

4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


