[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

o
@ [
[0}
IS
2038
8
0.6
0.4
0.2
o+
S
04
l.
09='

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

0.8~

0.6

0.4

| """""" [

02 e b

J..UO_ 3
. : 1
1':_.‘.....“,51#%[ Sos S I S
0.95L .

1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Fake rate vs

—— D

UéIVI VUUUL RUUUUUUUUTL

GloDal

CVISSV_CKTNOCUTS_RELCU

M~V0001~R000000001"Global__CMSSW_mknocut3_RECO
M~V0001~R000000001~Global—CMSSW _mknocutinoclean3 RECO

1

fakerate vs z

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

[}
»
>
e
3 0.3
(4]
X
o]
<8

0.25F
0.2F

0.15
0.1
0.05

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

Ratio

o

©

]
|

15 20

10
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate Vs Z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1-

alQfpr

TR TTTT[TTTT[TTTT[TTTTTT7T

M

0 200 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4F

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

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

‘H T
4+

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

J.UG: | l 1 | |
1$_++-}-"#...:._-'- o .'..._.','F .'++ +—+—' et ': """"
R To— c'J 5' 1'0 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


