[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

- e i

fakerate vs r

0.8 R RRRRE  RRRRRRERES fonnnnnnnnes

0.6+ R R :

R

L
0.2 03 SREELEEE PR LRRPRL SERORR
ul
+ 1T
- .
o sttt Ll Ll
T
x 1 +|4 o (PO Meremmanan.
095 [ 4-fF- FH4E LB - - - e
1l I 4 :

o_r\ [ 1
1072 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (crr]D

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0

009
008
3.007
%.006
0.005
0.004

icategyatevs

0.003
0.002
0.002F+++=+ Freeeeeeend e e

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0
4

$.009
%
2.008
>
3.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004

0.003]
0.002]
0.00%

q

Ratio

0.5

CKE-Tesi_1000evl

Fake rate vs

DOM
DQM”CKFREFii-test_1000evt
DOM_mkFitREFit-test _1000evt

0.8

0.7

0.6

fakerate vs z

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2
(0 e R SR B AR
N I TP P TP P IR T
o : : H : :
IS E i :
o - Preeseash (111 SRRRARRREE EARERREN
e R 1G4 111 SRR R

855206 -0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

vs Sim
o
iy

£0.35

o
w

fakerate

0.25
0.2
0.15)
0.1
0.05

1.

Ratio

~ 0.01
2]
.009
B.008
%)
9.007
Qo
9.006
e}
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q

Ratio

0.5

%020 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.0

>
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
0.002

0.001 : : : ! !
q...i...i...i...i...i...

Ratio

o
2]
T

%0 40 20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

520 10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.0%

>
2.009
5.008
9.007
o
®.006]
o
3.005E-
3.004
0.003
0.002

0.001 : : : : !
q...i...i...i...i...i...

I e L
< [
@ r : : : : :

0.5 -----~ e oo R AR e

%0 =40 20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


