[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8

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

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

0.95

=
TTTTHET T 1T

1 N EREIT
<+ HEdE3
- e e nded H O LR

1072

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

Vs

0.0+

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 05
@
>0.45

©
»

ake+dupllcates
©
O w
w

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

L R 1 SEETEE SESTRRIRE SRR
0.2F
E 1 :
a15§+i4++~-*~h --------------------------------
LY 0 B
0.0BF-++eesseieefeseeeshen s
OJ..\GEI L II IIIII“I! e
g
nd
ANCHEC| . R

0.95
1072

107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—s=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__|

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__

mkFitbasel_ RECO
mkFitbase2_ RECO

b I | ilE
. : 5|||Uﬂﬂl |5
0¥p—=20 -10 10 20

30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

10 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.2

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

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

iy

- PP R H-|l| -----------------

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~n 0.2

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

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

: 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


