[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 0.1 ; : ;
IR T R A
o F : : :
R prrrmre P
Q F . . .
GO.07rrmrrrrierereeeene Breeeeeee e
s _F : : E
O s e
0.05f«+errrrrierereeeene B R
0.04F -+o-eererieresenenens beeegreobh
0.0 ++eeseseieesnenesene Beee g
0.02F -+vvvvvfeeenee I T

= . * 4 s
0.01Fdps 4 4 - Fouwtoma™ooo 25T

q' A AR | L S

SALiD TS ]4

Ratio

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

. S S e e :

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

2

—=— DQM_mkFit_baseline_lowPT

Efficienq —— pQm_mkFit_baselinesiter_lowPT

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

Ratio

N ?"""$;aaaggg{} """ T
T ?ﬂﬂuﬁ$yﬁﬁ
0 10 20 30

-30 -20 -10
TP vert z (cm)

o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
N 0.02r

> C
50.018F
5.016F
9.014F
PN E
D.012F
) E
S F
£ 0.01F
o L
0.008EF
0.006E
0.004F
0.002F
B!

0.8F

Ratio

D
T

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

take+duplicates vs. z

P gt Al

-30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
N 0.5p

T IOV SOOI OO SUOUO TS N
i A AR FREREESEERE e e
£ E : : : : : :

\%
o
w
o
T

©
W
T

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

T T O s ¥
SRR S e M

uplicates rate vs

o

N
IIII

B

20.15F T4

take

o
=
I

A S R S
| U U U PN PO U
12—

Ratio

LaEehed

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




	Contents
	Page 1


