[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

iﬁ

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

Pt S T R
OSSO SR SRS S
S SRR SRR SO
Q0B AR S

D008

duplicajessatevs

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001f

AL

o
TR
L

Ratio
[
ey

T

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

—— DQM_TT__originalREDO
—— run_tt/DQM_TT__onlyHits_option0

1

0.8Pg

0.6

0.4

0.2

-6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.1

0.2F-----

-+ - N (i g -
0.95E i : : : : : :
=20 -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.01:
009
008
007
006 -
D.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

sdateys

uglicate

T T T [TT T T[T

=
i
T

il

80 -20

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02p

> S
20.018F -+t

.......

50168
9.014F -
& o
©.012F

S
£ 001+

(&) L
3.008F
= -
9.006
0.004
0.002F

+OF
1.2
LI
£

Ratio

Py
0.9°

S5 =15 —10 -5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

o
3]

o
©

o
3

o
o

°
IS

o
W

10
track ref. point z (cm)

-10 0 20 30

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

1

o
©

o
o

R P
B od P
L - -

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



	Contents
	Page 1


