[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.4

0.3

0.2

%) SR S
0.6 """"""

0.5F--wemeees FRTITPRREE

O PRt | L PRt | e L1
LW -+ . .
+ T4 H H
+ T4 N
H I A O
¥ 1 T "
+ + - N
4 . + b4 .
THTILFL 1 B 4
T o T4 - .
'

0.95!

1072

101 1

1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
0.8

| ISPIUESSS SRRSO RS S

8 S S

pileup rate vs r

N
O +++H+ """" —

TE LT IS B S S

0T SR O S

Jo| EEE R A A TIT] BT A R T TT] B R AR T TTT] BT AW T
o W + - .
% EIREESE IR
i Tttt
+ +- |-
=+ T4
El ¥ + b
+ 1T +| | N
0.95 A " s '
.95

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

CKEFIT 1000evl

DOM
DOM~”CKFREFit_1000evt
DOM_MKFitREFit_1000evt

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

iy

1.05]

=

0.95]

0.9

10 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

[y

TTT [T I T T[T ITT[TTTT[TTTT]

e

-
'
1
T
T

%55

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

........... T
............ T
........... R
PN BT ST B AT BT

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02p
.018F
016
014
012

>
©
B
2
®

n
]
©

o
3.008
S

A
0
0

Ratio

0.0

AAMIRARIEA ARARIEA

.006F
.004F
.002F

- ... i A e

1.0

12 3 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

1Y) ST A ——

06 o]

pileup rate vs z

o
81 5
R LTALTH
T

o : -

5] : i

o | SEREER Eeeeeees - -e - -
0.95f - -----+-------JF B -

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.5
>
& 0.45
£
in 0.4
£0.35
T 03
S
20.25
202
0.15
0.3
0.05

0

e

T

Ratio

o
©

T T T TTT

2
k]
o

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


