[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

—

Q
20.45

fakerat

0.25

0.15

0.05

Ratio

0.35

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

009+ Fereneneesed ATTRRIRERE feenenees

.008F
.007F
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

g

Ratio

05

F
1072

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.6

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" "" """"""

| I b RS

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7, RURRS RSR R S

1QF

Ay

1
0.95

%Hé 1

0.9

1072

10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

D

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

—— D

UéIVI VUUUL RUUUUUUUUTL

GloDal

M_\V0001_R000000001 _Global _mkFitOriginal
M—V0001~R000000001—Global—mkFitNewALL— RECO

CMSSW__RECO
RECO

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

o

1.5

bl

et
—
e

-30

gl
-20 -10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

N
>
o

=
0}

fakerate vs

Ratio

0.5
0.45

0.4

I
O w
w U1

0.25

o
N

0.15

0.05

0.1

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07
009
008
007
006
.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Sdatey’s

uglicate

q

Ratio

0.5

=60 10 20 30
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

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

q

Ratio

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

60 10 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

0% G5 0 5

1.05H

= Ir
——

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


