[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

I=----ee--- [EEEEEEEE - -

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

1071

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duplicajessatevs

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

q

Ratio

0.5

F
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

Fake rate vs

= /./CMSSW_13_2_X_2023-05-08-2300/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_new132
—— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_newfastPlus132

~ 0.8

» E : : : :

> C . . . .

@ 0.7F----cbeeeees 8 1 ERE AR ARARARALELRELS

© E : : : :

3 ~AF : : : :

® 0.6F T A T v
0.5+ hereees R SRR R SRTTTRPE PR
S R A ——
1 [ S S
e 11 s ot
0.1 Breeeees & R RRRREE

o +0F I || 1

8 : :

v [ :

i R Mo e

09320 <10 0 10 20

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

30
track ref. point z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.3

0.2

Ratio

0-8 6 4-20 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0
[

D.009
$.008
.007
.006,
fe]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001

uglicates

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

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

q

Ratio

0.5

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

ate vs z

0.09

=0 =10 0

10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N
>
o

0.2
0.18

:'1"""'

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

TOT 2

Sim.

3 4 5
PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


