[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
T

o
o)
[

I
IS
!

SR R

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

-

gty

1 1 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

0.5

fy% SR N R —
15/ SN S S
038
K S — SRS S
7% SRR SN S S
02ty
0.45F---------- B S SRt ||

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

e D s

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global
Fake rate vs | ——— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__

— CMSSW_ckf_|

RECO

CMSSW_mkFitOriginal__RECO

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.

N

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

J.-G_I At

i

-

Ratio

AN

-30 =20 —1'0

(') 102030
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

~ 0.2

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N
[
>

©
-

Ratio

2018F

0.2

0.16F

o
(]
IR TTT] WY,

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N

>
2.045
£0.04

n

%.035
[]

©
s

0
%).025_

o
50.02

[o%
>

%.015F
0.01F--
0.005

Ratio

0.05

0.03

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.9!

U1

!

0.9%

} -
ﬁ*ﬁﬂ*{“*“ﬁ """" gl

B0 20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

L=-veeee errerrereeesees ERRREREE ARRRLLEEIRRLLEE

1;+—--an++ ++ .. . .......

®0 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


