[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

o
o)
[

L HE S
L _“
0.4f----memvbeeee ot 1 EIRRERIE e
114
0.2 T
. -+

I=----ee--- [P R e CEEEEEEEEEE

©
©
[

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

Ratio

Fake rate vs

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—0.02
.018F
.016F
.014F
012F
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

auplicajessatevs

Ratio

05 -eneneees g8 e e

1072

=

b tt

1071

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Q

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

B

L9F

1.2F

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global .
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global

CMSSW_cki_RECO

___CMSSW_mkFitOriginal__RECO

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

S Sl S S L A

=20 -10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

N 0.0
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
20.07
2
T0.06F
L
©0.05
0.04
0.03F
0.02
0.0

Ratio

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0
%.009
%.008
.007
.006]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duglices

Ratio

o
EE b

30

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

q L

10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

L S S e

...........

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

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

T T T G P L T TTTT T T [T T[T

q ML

10 15
Sim. PV z (cm)

L

20

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

-
o“++++

=T (') 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

—20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

A S S S S

1}+ ++,.,.-m+~“+++++‘* T + - -------

®0 5 0 5

101520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


