[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
0.8

fakerate vsr

0.2F -+ T

0.1

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

0.7 RN

0.6+ .......
0.5;— ---------- ----- i]l
L] SR ,1

0.3F---w----- ORRRRY P

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

Ratio
*4»
-

[ - .
A R,
. o
0.6f heS H

U= 4}‘ """"""
Y SR CAN 1 ) .
o + } | :

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
2
2.009
T
0.008
(O]
©.007
g
$.006
o
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]
10

Ratio

jl

0.9

0.8

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" "" """"""

0.8 e ke

[ *
0.6+ e

] ERSR 1 -----

) SRR L R S

J-G-_ L |'..|'._|_'|_|u! L |||||||! L |||||||!
1 05-_._,? ...... +++ + B
| S S0 WO | OO

—=— DQM_TT original

Fake rate vs \ —— DQM_TT_newscoreonlyINIT

~ 0.8

fakerate vs

0.4 reeriereeees

B

0.2F-wrrrieeeees g--
: +

0.1

% i
0.6 ----beeeb-
0.5+ hereees Fresedeee s

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

Ratio

=10

010 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

~ 0.1
>
0-0.09

>0.07
o

0.02
0.0

£ : _____ T K

©0.06F -+ ++
e E : " +
.,“_50.05:—'---:--- . '+~

0.04F - + ......

0,08+ b

q:

Ratio

-20 =15 =10 =5

0 é
Sim. PV z (cm)

1'0 1520

~ 0.0
[
D.009
B.008
7]
2.007
Q
B.006
fe]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

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

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

favs)

0.95%

7100 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01

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

Ratio

1.0

B
T

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

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8t 7 i 633 -------
S S -

(LR

02f e

=160 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

A SR HEE S S S R

B0 =15 =10 =5 0 é

1'0 1'5 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


