[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

N
>

fakerate vs

Ratio

il

0.4

0.2

=

0.5

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

L.UG_ L |||||||! L ||||||! L |||||||! Ly
L ulll||' : . _.., ..........
e '"u|| : :

0.95L H H H

—=— DQM_TT__originalREDO100
—— DQM_TT__originalREDO100f

0.45

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2

0.15

0.1

0.05

v

.

0.95;

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

N

0.5

>
8.0.09
£
0.08
£0.07
Q
©0.06,
I
©0.05

0.04
0.03
0.02

‘|1|1||||| 1
| P
09555 101520

Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

favs)

f |“lluu:“uulllﬁ|||
f |”]|nn:-..nn|”:|||

0.95!

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

=20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

Yy . . :
""" B el e ey M
............................. o
.............................

0 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

L e,
- P )
N AR it
......

iy

TTTTy T

'|luu

walll

¢

'|I""

il

0.95!

W
o

=20

-10

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

1

o
©

o
o

-

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


