[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

il

©
©

o
o)

I
IS

10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

o duplicgiesdatesys

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

o
o
o
(4]
T[T [ TTT I T T[T [T [TT T [TTT T TTTT[ T rrre

q

Ratio

05

F
1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

l__ """""" """' """"""
0,83:'_‘_'_7_'_*_'_-:5_’_*_*_#+_ H

0.6+ Foeeeees e

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

pileup rate vs r

O FERTPRREE oo

7, RURRS RSR R S

Ratio

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global _mkFitbase_RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global _CMSSW_X_Y_Z_RECO

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

~0.05
>
0.045
£
‘(7)0.04
8.035F
2
©0.03
]
$.02504 -
0.02
0.015F
0.01
0.005

q....

Ratio

0.5]

0 -5 0 &5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07
[2]
$.009
9.008
.007
.006,
(o]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates

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

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

=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

10 1T 23 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

S R

pileup rate vs z

(1| U SO SO SO S S
H H H +
odbpi i

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

SRR S S S S
0.8

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

04

Ratio

s S S e

0 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

o
F T™TT



	Contents
	Page 1


