[ Efficiency vs

vertpos |

107 1

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

: N
IR
i ﬁﬁﬁ”f T ;F PO

Efficiend

—=— DQM_CKF _TTbar
—e— DQM_mkKFit_TTbar
—+— DQM_mkFit_TTbar-newTr2

~ 0.5
20.45
n

> 04
>

2

$0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1--
0.05

ettici

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

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

QB

Ratio

0.5

|
o2
o

10 20
TP vert z

[ Efficiency vs

.SimPVz]

30

(cm)

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

n
T

0.001-F{ Py L

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

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

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

Q

Ratio

0.5

nlo
o

15
.PVz

20

(cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.4

0.2

— )HH%*N..........»#* +

|

: e, TS
AT SRS S

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.3

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


