[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

fakerate vs r

-,
&
o

+

o N r EETI | L PEETI | IR | IR RTIT
= b +|: . .
< 1 18 :
o LOSEFHAT kA F - EERREEEEEEE
R o O S
1 T FT
3 1 1

0.95!

1072 101

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

0.8,

0.5

duplicates rate vs r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.3

0.7

0.6

q

Ratio

0.5

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

1

pileup rate vs r

0.6~

0.4

0.2~

081++++++++++ #+ .

Ratio

Fake rate vs

—— D

DOQM old
DéM‘Wron%
M—V000I R000000001

Global

CMSSW_X_Y_Z_ RECO

~ 0.5

fakerate

[ . .

20.45F-----p e Reee
0.4t e
0.35F e P

Ratio

0 10 20 30

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

track ref. point z (cm)

~N 0.2

420 2 4 6

8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate vs z

0.6~

0.4

0.2

S I S SR S S

O

Ratio

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

0.5

e

12 3 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8~

pileup rate vs z

0.6~

0.4

0.2~

O

Ratio

0.95

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

1_

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

e
T

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



	Contents
	Page 1


