[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

20.45
4
2 04
(8]
$0.35
0.3

0.25F

ettic

0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

10

Ratio

B
T
"

+
+—

——

0.5

2

=
2
N

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8

take+duplicates vs. r

0.2

}
§+

0.1

oM o g

H
H
s

07 ;

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

YU —

Y| SRR - g

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

7] RS SR 5

) OSSOSO S 5

: Sedy RN

Faate, svams®

N
LN L
o —

Ratio
T

,_‘
2l
IRRRRRRRRRD

*
==
-+

—=— DQM_CKF_QCDHighPt_base
Efficienq —— pom_mkFit_QCDHighPt_base

N 1.2
e e S e

0.8+

efticiency vs ver

0.6t

0.4+

0.2

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

Ratio

10 20 30

~ 0.02

s

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

L

3

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

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

...........

o
o
N
:6||||||||||||||| T [ TT T[T T[T [ TT [ TTT[ITT[TTI]T

Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

O ENSRS SRR S

.

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

e

++{| ......

t ﬁ::"‘““i.“.:.“##&ﬂ

02; """ %ﬁﬁ#é """"

Ratio
S
!

ol It pplo e

-20 -10

0 10 20 30
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

01—ﬂ Ho ity
0,05 +—---i |- Hipen

a 50-44,:‘-:"*

Ratio

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

s oo bonooohncoondoonnadod TN

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



	Contents
	Page 1


