[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

o

-b L T
+

¥
e
%

ot
*

%

-

i

10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—_

0.1

b4
20.09
©
=0.08
4
©0.07
g
20.06
o

0.05

0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

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

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

s

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5

0.4

J V-
Pyt i +++++++:++
g *

I SR

I SO R

S SN S

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

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

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

Ratio

—=— DQM_TT original_time
—— DQM_TT_modified_time

Fake rate vs

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

0.8

X T - ——
R I

B R T S

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

E : [FOPI : :
S T A s o
s (s S s B
T

TR R S S—

Ratio

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

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

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

=20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02p

>

00.018F

5016

©.012F
8 r
£o.01
(&)

3).008F
= -
9.006F
0.004F
0.002F

D.014F i PO P R R
Q .
UC: l Pl Y |i| l l
e L LE
0 -5 0 5 10

15 20

éim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z
o
0
!

Ratio

-10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.8

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

R T W T
0.6F------ boeeeaes L ++ -------
U
912000 T
1 25 S S

02

Ratio

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


