[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.5

20.09
4
20.08
(8]
§0.07
[
£0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

LA

%

T
I
+
T
b
b
T
-

-t -

R LR B LARE 23 A0 AL LAARN RS LA RARRN LARRN LRRLERRRES

L

107 1

=
2
N

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

l_

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2—-»1«------; ------------ Feeeeeeeend ------------

+
------------------------------------- *+---++
-
-I-'"'E
.................................. :_++......
e bty
":“:’::’«““ +

[y

101

—=— DQM_mkFit_baseline_lowPT

Efficiend

—— DQM_mkFit_baseline6iter_lowPT

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

L, L L L L L L

4
| ..;H

0 10

20

30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.
>
2.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
3
20.06,
[}
(&}
£0.05
()
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

ity

Ratio

20 -5 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6~

0.4

0.2~

o

iy

B

0.9-+-

Lt
i

}T+++++++f+ ....... s +++++H H+ + =

SRR SR Coand it
%85 =20 20

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.3

0

iy

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


