[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

0.6

fakerate vsr

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

~ 0.8
0.7

0.6

fakerate vs

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Y| S

O—l

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
.009
.008]
.007
.006]

o
o
(4]
T[T T[T T[T [ TTTT[TTTT[TTTT[ I ITTT[TTITT

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

1071

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

0.8

Ratio

0.95L
1072

T prTTmy T
) SRR 1 S
[ : ++ :
ot AL e
E ST . s
.;111§Lli| S
-
16‘1

—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL

—— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2_PRVersion

Ratio

|| ll|1|1|lll||||
|| |]|m|ﬂ||||

o 9*30

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

=20

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.1

>
8.0.09
£
0.08
£0.07
Q
©0.06,
I
©0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01
.009
.008
.007
.006]
.005
.004
.003]
.002
0.001

%]

9
g

duglicates

0
0
0
0

Ratio

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

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

favs)

0.95!

0 10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0% . . . . .
L IS A St St S
s T
T St St
L L S Ll S
IS S S 0 T
o o
e e e e
L it SRS S SR
R

>
o
5
3
Q
o

§

2.

D
0

Ratio

1.0

B ol sl ro o

B
T T

5 10 15
Sim. PV z (cm)

30

20

pileup rate vs z

0.2

Ratio

0.8

I

I é _____ +_§ ________ é

||I1.

i

=50 -10

[Pile

up rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

L RS R R

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


