[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

1

0.8~

0.6

0.4

0.2~

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cn%)O

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

0.6

1072

1071

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.6

0.4

Y A IS N —

HEE?

BINE 3
4

DOM_TT _MKFIT_ORIG
DBM_TT_mkFit_MODIF

Fake rate vs

T e e A

fakerate vs z

Ratio

/dataZ/legianni/newRel-PR129/sta/CMSSW 13 2 0 pre3/src/DQM _TT MODIFok

0.8f+- 1+ {-{f
0.6

0.4

J.-GIIII

0.2f |- [ H

..........

1.0

0.9

.........

|| EPNPOPP— 1 0 - Had k- -

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

=30

H [ b
-20 -10 0

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

Ratio

0.9F

1E-

0.6

2

0

0 -15 -10 -5

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.05

[
D.045
£0.04
0
2.035
=
50.03
fe]
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

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

Ratio

-0 0

10 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05
>
50.045
£
50.04
%.035
o
©0.03
[}
9.025

Q .
=0.02H-H
=} d
D.015H-: -

0.01H-i

0.005

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

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

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

1.0

Ratio

e
T

2 4 6 8
Sim. PV z (cm)

10

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8--

0.6~

041

0.2}~

1—=-

.......

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

Qs

s i

0.95]

=30

=50 =10

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

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

| Bt S L IRL L SRLACERLE

0.95°

1:_ ...... <>.<>§<>.<>.<>.;'§ ‘ T .....
0 =15 =10 -5 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


