[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

: 5 5 5 o F g T R Fr
E e A N AU &-009F o) L : : :
g 5 ; : 8 ogk s f : : :
S S o . §-008F g 0.8 o g AR
2 Pyt } : ®.007F 2 [ E : :
F . . = o o . : :
E '+§'+'J‘+'J,+ """ S .00t A
S SRR S T I e Lt +§+ b 1
_H ____________ U DU 0 S S TS A oab o FERY gl
! : : - P vy :
F + [ 0.003:— '''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''' - : +
- T 0.002E ) S S b I
R S A 0.001F L §
Gt ' o o < oyt
LA 1
i T+ :"" | | | | | E 2 (i 0.5:— --------------------------------------------- L- 111 -o;"..' 17 A ""’""‘;" """""
H H " C- H ' 0.9:- H i
—2 -1 2 —2 -1 2 —2 -1 2
10 10 tlrack ref. %8int r (crr11)0 10 10 tlrack ref. rlngint r (cml)0 10 10 tlrack ref. %gint r (cml)0
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global_mkFitbase_RECO
Fakerate vs | —— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_X_Y_Z_RECO
1-— -------------------------------------------- e

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.95

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Y |

0.95!

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

=20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

gm Hakl

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


