[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.02

.018
.016
.014
@.012
0.0
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

clencyys yert

Ratio

0.95

1072

Efficiend

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

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

0.4k
rH !

(] R R R ARLEEREE] R B EEEEREEREEY

U9 N 3

—— DM MRETS T Trew

—— BONREELTENEWAS b specressyion
—— DOM™m Ft:TT*NEch;au t_specPlLess3-
—— DOM”mKFIt_TT_"NEWdetault_specPLess4-|

ow

ow

~ 0.0
009
008
007
006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

e_E;cmacy_dgs \_@rt

Ratio

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV

~ 0.0
>
50.009
5008
%.007
>
3.006
(3]
£.005
()
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

09557215 <10

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

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

.....

-20 -10 0 10

track ref. p

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

20 30
oint z (cm)

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.3

Sim.

PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


