[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

;.G_

1.1
}

+++++++++ L]

ol

10_

O—l

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
»

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" -

O FERTPRREE

D.045F
S, oaF : :
0-04E : :
I} E : :
@.035f e T R RRRR
£ E P :
S0.08F - eererheeseeeen b
S E : :
0.025f e+ e efeeessesesd R RO IR
0.02F - reerheeenenes feef e
0015+ rneresbeeeennenne TN P R
00T+ veecbeeeenenes feeefees freenens
0.0052—------------------| ----- TR
9 G: .Iﬁh'.l I-I.I”“I! -+ !
S MWl R R R
3 1
09 Sl I TS -é;— --------------------------------
o8

1072 107

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

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

M TT _MKFIT UHILJ
M_TT _mkFit_MOD

[ /data’Z/IeglannllneWReI PR129/sta/CMSSW 13 2 0 pre3/src/DQM _TT MODIFok

1

0.8

0.6

oal- |-k

0.2

2O

121

L1 f

- - Goonin -4 &4

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

N

>
o

()

Ratio

0.45
=W

fakerate vs

010 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

0.5

I
O w
w U1

o
N

—5

5 é 10 Jb 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

duplicates rate vs z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

J“O-Illlillll

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

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

Ratio

o9t

s edpeodot A
Lot - fHEHHE
| PP P

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01

> :
r:QOOQ:— ......
5 008+ ieeo-
9.007F e e
2z :
®.006F-------1------
FH :
B 005f -+ +erieens
g :
B.004F oo
3 :
‘b.oos—----.-..; ......
0.002F------ Do
0.001F---+w-+d--vee

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

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

G..-eh.q-ni-m'

Ratio

1.5]

20 30

Sim. PV z (cm)

5 10 15 20

1

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio
%_‘O

100 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N e
> 1_ : : : : : : :
g ro : : : : : :
E

n 0.8

p L

> L

Qo L

S 0.6

o L

=}

3 L

= L

0.4

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

7 RIS NS SR SN SO O

Ratio

r

~ ””f
_,_

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


