[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

-
Q
-
Q
X

“—

Ratio

N
>

fakerate vs

Ratio

4
0.18

S0.16F

B0.14F

0.2

0.12F
0.1
0.08F
0.06f
L+
0.04f
0.02k

J.G-:
¥
0.9
0. 8f

0.5

1071

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.01

.009
.008]
.007

dyplicjessatesys

0.005]

0
1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

T
o

=
L

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001_Global _|

__cmssw__RECO
mkFitNew__ RECO

5 S
S |
ot
U s St S
AV ¢
P 0
o L R RCis SRS
0.0+ heees
0.05F+++--iev-- 1*5

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

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

0.7t

SO
RS £
0.9F ------ Leenapek
it &

|

=30

=20

-10

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

N
>
©
(%]
)
e
©
Q

K]

Ratio

1;--5 4.;-
0.015_ -+---;- ------- i --------------- E
0.0TEfr-eeb e
0,005+t e
| T T L] e
15:4-.....:. ....... R TR ~>.. .......
ol
081 + -------- ++ l“ ----- EARTITE
|
: 5 510

1.+++
0 10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

0.05

.025
0.02

B S s St S
0K V| SRS S R .
O R IO SPS: -
£0.03f--

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

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

=10

15 20

.PVz(cm)

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

duglices

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

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

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

I 23 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

10

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

=1 é 102030
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N
>
a
E
n
%]
>
o
©
S
o
35
2
=1

0.8

15

10
Sim. PV z (cm)

20



	Contents
	Page 1


