[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.01
2
£.009
©
©.008]
4
[
“0.007
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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 |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

e [ [P

1Y IR, e SR
0.6 Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e
e Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7 SRR SRR R S

Fake rate vs

DOQM old
DéM‘Wro

—— D

n
M_VOOO% R000000001

Global

CMSSW_X_Y_Z_ RECO

~ 0.0]

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

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

ok
$.009E
8.008F
N
8.007F
0.006E-
0.005E
0.004F-
0.003F
0.002F
0.001F
e &
T [
c
0.5
<30

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.0]

>
®.009F

5.008f

8.007F
[)

8.006
(0]

$.005
0.004)
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

0.5

0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01
2]
.009
B.008
%)
9.007
Qo
9.006
e}
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

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

0

Q==

~ 0.01F
> F
0.009F
&.008F
3.007E
o F
®.006F
%] E
2,005
o E
D.004F
> F
©.003F
0.002F
0.001-
i) :
5
m -
0.5
%60

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

Y RSO SRR 3
Y RSO JR
RS JR

PR SR O S

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

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N
>
o
E
2}
o
>
e
s
o
=
9
a

0.

I=-rerieeees e Py

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

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

e
T T
.

»

v

o
PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


