[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr
- 0.2

20.18F

| R DTt e -

@
> : : : *
[%2] B . . :
7 = I | : : .
> r — . . .
5016 § 0 oo f“
§0.14F s [ : : P
(&} o o L H H .
£0.12F ¥ I SR Lo .'.?s-.*.% ............
} ot 27T ég""*’ﬂ"‘ :
AF i i E

0.08F-+--wvs-feefrreeeen beveene]- : Y| o ST S

0.06F : : : :

0.04F -

0.02F -+
3

J.G: L

1.8 ---

1B -4+
0.9F----

0.2

il

10 0? 1072 101
TP vertr (cr%)

Ratio
-
&
—— :
N

Ratio

TITEETT

_’_
H—
3

0.8 : :
1072 107 1 1 ) 0?
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

—=— DQM_CKF_QCDHighPt_base

Efficienq —— pom_mkFit_QCDHighPt_base
N 1.2

S8 T
L 1T A S S

: : : : : 0.6§----+-%+;+¢¢5 -------- o AT + .....
O] RRACE SRR SRR HORR LN :

S 0af b Mt
177] SRS R A ST S (MR O S

IS | S N H) ] S RS A S A R
bl + 0 SO FUURE NS N OO OO

T TTIRRTE © i

L
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

X S O et o B

efticiency vs vert
take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio
P
N
!

| e
H
Ratio
—
[

n

083 —=20 =10

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.05
>
50.045
IS
=0.04
$.035
)
< 0.03
o
8.025
®
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005 : : : :

R R
T T e S

e e T

IR R S

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z
d
+
)
gl
-+

e e e

Ratio

T SRR A

Ratio
-
o &
!
+
EEro
2
Jiruy
E
——
B |
:t::
_’_
——H

SN S MR A LA

A0 T G510 1520
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


