[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.05
9.045
4
20.04
(8]
$.035
[
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

o

Ratio

AR R s e L L AL AR LS LA RARRN RARR LARRE RRRLN LRRR

L L
+ +
e S
..... - 1 S Ed
<
-+ :
+ H <+
1l TR B -l <+
3 <+

102 107

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

l_ """""" ' """""" """" e

T ERSR — — - t

T S e g

take+duplicates vs. r
—+
4

137 SR IS SR

oo

[ . .
e

1072 107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=— DQM_mkFit_baseline_lowPT

Efficienq —— pQm_mkFit_baselinesiter_lowPT

~ 0.1

20.09

n

> 0.08F

>

2

90'07

3]

£ 0.06

(]
0.05]
0.04}-
0.03ft-
0.02
0.01

L
-

TTTI [T+

b
(]

boede- - - dade. - aadad

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.05
>
80.045
=
=0.04
%.035
ey
20.03
@
8.025

o
0.02

0.015
0.01
0.005E
o 1fbon WA P R
S F b B kil LEL ;
© pgebee SR P TR o
e : : """
5 10 15 20

|
N
o
|
k-
[6,]
|
=
o
|
6]

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.

a1

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.3

ik

0 1 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8

e
R e S e S

00 o
: : : bt :
S S At A A 3

o

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

op b
;”“ _____ {H++++++++++HH |

0 =15 210 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


