[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

| """""" ' """ ki

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

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
T

o
)
!
4

o
iy
L |
. +
*$’+:
£+
++
—h—h

g
i R A +# ity

0.8k

102 10

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0%

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

1072 107

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5
0.4
0.3

0.2F"%

Ratio

D

Fake rate vs D

M_V0001_R000000001Global__mkFitOriginal

DUV VUUUT RKUUUUUUUUT
éM:VOOOl:ROOOOOOOOl:GIobal:mkFltNeW_REC

Gfobal__ CMSSW__RECU

RECO
o]

z
o
©

fakerate vs

Ratio

I

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

30 20 —10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

0.8

X T - ——

o i At - | FEE AR
oo, T

R R R

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

e s s
et et s s S
R O T S

TR R S S—

Ratio

LOS-"-- pereee preneees SRR :

e S S PR U S
T *’?‘***5++5J( s

Sim. PV z (cm)

0 -5 0 5 10 15 20

~ 0.021

o18f---4i-
016F--- ;-
014F---|:
012F--
0.01F
0.008 IARE
0.006fF -+ fiH |- -oeeesveeeeieoe
0.004f -+ tH-{ - {f

0.002 - -

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

Sdatey’s

auglicate

Ratio

) S . | S IR W e

1 TRUNEIRN S

AL

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

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

30 =20 -10 0 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

o <OF
g o

L PR

| A

1086420 2 4 6

8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.6

pileup rate vs z

0.5

(0071 EETRRR PR I} -----
S S oy
R e &

T S

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

Ratio

i

08y —=20 =10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 05

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


