[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

=

0.8

fakerate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

) AT M- I i
o . T+ :

et LR
b : H: :
1'—.—.—.—.—.......-.'} I 6 e

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (crr]D

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

0.4f-eeene FERTPRREE b

7 IR S -

L - :
- - .:
L =g

Ja) | |

i """""" """

bt

0.6f----=-- Feeee

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

P M
B e T R
+| |+ :

+[: .
+.I: !

CKEFIT 1000evl

Fake rate vs

DOM
DOM~”CKFREFit_1000evt
DOM_MKFitREFit_1000evt

fakerate vs z

0.2

Ratio

e

0.95%

=30

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

0.8

fakerate vs Sim. PV z
© o © o o
N w 1 (o)) ~|

o
D
L R RN RN R IR LR R

o
i

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

Ratio

: : 4
"""" T
[T TS P P DU P P

09557215 .10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

0.6

0.4

0.95f - -

O e

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

0.9-

30 -20 -10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 05
5_0.45
£ o4
£0.35
0.3
©0.25
0.2
©0.15

S rate

t

Ica

=
=]

0.05

0.1

B
T

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6~

N3 RS
0_2:— -------- :-..- ----------- . O EEERREPRPRRREE
ST

it el

0.95}

=30

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

e

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


