[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

il

©
©

fakerate vs r

o
o)

0.2

I
IS
T

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

- 0.2
o F
50.18F

o
5 0.16
2
§0.14
o

20.12F
o o
0.3
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02f=

Ratio

0.95

L Qe

1E

O.“:

X "
e
. ere—

1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

—
4
>
)
2
<
2
Q.
>
2
o

Ratio

e ST ST

0.8fEe - oeeheein. e

e S R ;*;;54""{
! : : \

7] SRRSO SRS - A

0.2+ B oo

1 L
)
-

2

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global

__mkFitbase_ RECO
__ CMSSW_X_Y_Z__ RECO

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.1

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

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

HHHMH #

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global
T N 0.2r

4 o
80'18'

€0.16

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.05p
> E
20.045F

£
7 0.04
%.035
[]

T 0.03F

0
%).025

o
50.02f]
=} P
.015F
0.0%
0.005F

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

Ratio

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

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

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

i

o T0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

L R S S SR T
e
LT A s e

04

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



	Contents
	Page 1


