[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

0.2

| R e

0.4+ FERTPRREE AL

LR WL
*

Ratio

0.95
1072

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

dddds
ilasanaas

o
Jos)
LA B n s e

+
-

1 1
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

2

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

| e M i

e
-

0.4f--we-" e R TN CORY. TR

02 e

L - -
- - 9
[ Pt ;
fa) L] MR | L R | FEERRTIT
L u1ll|| I © U
Ly 'vryTI||

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95

DQM_beforePR
DQM_afterPR

||--u'11|.. aLllis ||

4 g Il"ll-lnn

R AR l|

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

—20

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
’370.45
€
o 04

fakerate vs

o
N

I
O w
w U1

0.25

0.95!

s
T

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

2

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

0.8
e ———
.
0.5 : .
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

favs)

e [ i

R

[

0.95 ] ; :

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

0 -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

0.1

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

TTT T TTI]

.

|I11 1||

[

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.95°

B0 =15 -10 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


