[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.

0.

0.

0.

0.

0.

0.

0.

T D s

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

I b e

SRS 1
| o o

e H & R e R

[\S]
¥
b4
a*
T
L
-""+i""""
g
I

§
4
+f
eE
—+

e

1071

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

0.5

oL H
1072 107

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8f--eeeee
06
0.4

0.2

I=--------- LR e

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

0.5 -%s

—— DOM_TT__|

—=— DQM_TT__originalCustomized
nocutCustomized

i HRRREREE HERREREEEEE b
oo
e
4

2

160 1020
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.

0.

0.

0.

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

“*30

8

/TS OO0 O T s
S TS TN S S Join
SE b b T

570 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

101520

~ 0.0

%]

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

duglicates

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

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

q

Ratio

0.5

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.8

0.6F

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

é

102030

track ref. point z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


