[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

H

5
-
+

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duplicajessatevs

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

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

| R aia CTTTTTTTTTrAT e

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

DOM afterPR

Fake rate vs

~ 0.2
Q. . oF ;
90.18:— """" P
© - .
50.16p -
& 1aF :
80,14 -teeee
0.12f -+ +wevbeeee
0.2kt
0.08F--+-+--o| -
0.0t} 3.
0.04f------ ek
0.02F------ beees

UéIVI DEToTEFK

—— DQM™partialCheck

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

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

[ Fak

eratevs.simPVz |

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

[ Dupl

icates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01

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

0.001F------+------ b CRRRPR R PR EERRT

o q:_._ a— _!_ e _!_ AT
5] L : : : :
4 [

0.5_— """"""""""""""""""""""""

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

T

SR

0.2fw-em

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

S T T SR S S S

0.95°

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

20 =15 -10



	Contents
	Page 1


