[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8

fakerate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

o W

gt

o L
T
il

0.95L
1072

101 1
fr

1 2
ack ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

P P
1Y meteL WS SRS SR
Y g AR

boeeennns feeeeannd g g g e
0.4 : : Oc.“u—:,,-'-

"

ey

T+

0.955
1072

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

CKEFIT 1000evl

Fake rate vs

0

DOM
DM
DOM_

CKEREFitOLD_1000evt
MKFitREFitOLD_1000evt

o

o©
3

0.6

fakerate vs z

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.

iy

Ratio

0.95%

Ty -i T 2030

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

o
N

£0.35

fakerate vs Sim
o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1

09557215 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~N 0.0
o k
200%F
C0.08F
g o
£0.07F
Sk
50.06F
© E

0.05F
0.04
0.03f
0.02F
0.01E

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

Ratio

—

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05
>
20.045F
£
‘U—-)O.O4—
$.035F
o
©0.03F
)
9.025F
o
£0.02F
=)
9.015
0.01
0.005

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

PN T

S

OF
=

Ratio

0.9:

0.85

20 -15

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

210 5 0 5

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

O

55

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

=20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

. A s S S AR A s

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


