[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

) T=eeeereees T TR e
> - : : el E 3
o) L LRt
= i T .
© Pl :
QD 0.8 gt gmr st
s S '
R
- -
0.6[T A SRR R
6 Mol :
L -
e * : :
. e R S
0.4_’ : :
e : :
0.2 RRECEEREEE RREEEREEEEE CEREEEREEE
o ¢.C_ L |v||||||! | 1 |
= E :
X —“
1072

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

.009
.008
.007
.006

TR

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5
0.4,
0.3F
0.2
0.1

J.Q‘.
i

Ratio

Fake rate vs

—=— DQM_TT__Original
—— DQM_TT__Original-pLess

s :

O S L N N

fakerate vs z
-

X S
7 SRS S -

Rt S

Ratio

0.95L

®0 =20 -10

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

0 1'0 2'0 30
track ref. point z (cm)

0.6

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

RS

LR A A A

04t

IS S S

Ratio

++

0.95% +

UARERLE

=15 =105

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

b _ 3 H
-10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

-20-15-10 -5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

~n 0.5

0952
0.95

0 =15 -10 =5

05101520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


