[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

0.5

etticiency vs vert r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

. -
oF— vl .......I L ] m
o +W 3 .
= X :
@ N B
o L B
1} - - S+ L EERER]
[ T + :
L B +

0.95
1

|
[N}

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr
~ 0.7
g
- 0.09
Q
@ 0.08
£
20.07
?
$ 0.06
X
£0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01
el

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

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

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

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

Ratio

o
© =
LTI

Efficiend

—=— DQM_CKF_softQCD
—e— DQM_mkFit_SoftQCD-updated
—— DQM_mkFit_SoftQCD-DNNsqcd100

0.8

efticiency vs vert z

0.4F é ...... #

J_.\‘Ollll

i ———
O S e

e

035- ------ ?"-Hé ........ é.___é

by

Ratio

H
I
4
¥
=
+

||l|lllll ,..111“:

TTre r""1"r| ||

0% -10

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z

0.8

0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0.7

0.6

0.5

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

T L
e
e

s s O

Ratio

._.
T
B
e
N

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
N 0.02r

o T_éketgu@cates ggte ¢

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


