[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 0.2

CTIRT: SR S— SR —

4 o
2 0.16f
>k
§0.14
Q
£0.12
0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

"

"

&
.

o O
§ 1.2 +
1.1
1 -+ -4 k) U

isai AL LA AR RN RN AR R RN R B

107 1

=
2
N

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

l_ """"" "" """""" """"""
T SO S— R S—
T IR S R— S—

oafod gl
gl

02, S A

Ratio

—=— DQM_mkFit_QCDHighPt_base
Efficiend —— pom_mkFit_QCDHighPt_retrain

~ 0.5

R RS e
w0 . . . . 3
L R B SRS
> : : : : :
2 : : : : .
s T S I S S A S
Ol RS SR S RIS S
T | N S

ettici

0.2 et
0.15F -3l
0.dF i)

Vs

0.05F+++++f #L’*”""""NH

Ratio
N
!
%

0-95; 10 20

30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.
>
2.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
o)
20.06,
[}
(&}
£0.05
()
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

0

FRVS)

Ratio

T
H
:
H

QuUSE O N

09 Z15C10 5 0

510 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0 1 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>
D—_0.45
€
D 0.4

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

take+duplicates rate vs
o
= ©
a1 N

©
i

HES

0.95,
=2

0-15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


