[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.6

efficiency vs vert r

0.4F +

0.2

q

Ratio

0.7----------2eemeees

0.5 eedeneeeees

pr
s
"
-
.
e
-
T
take+duplicates vs. r
T T

[0 ] P

()| RN SRR

R R

06 §+‘H’ +++‘l’ +=l=+“‘+++

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

................. S 0.4F e

l_ ........
0.8

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

0.6

| et

wel

+
-+
&
——]
+
Ratio

1072 107

111 G 1 IIIIIIIi

S
= -_—tls—.ﬁr:'.........'
ram—y
4

1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

—=— DQM_CKF_TTbarPU

Efficiend —— DQM_mKFit_TTbarPu
ICIeNd __,__ DQM_mkFit_TTharPU-clonerfix

0.8

efticiency vs vert z

0.3

0.2

0.1~

R I S
0.6 -----5---mo- feees
(0] SETTTRSTIRRRRRRE: o8

S A

take+duplicates vs. z

q

0.8

Ratio

0.6

0.8+t
0.8 oo

0

0.2+

Ratio

-10

|
w
o

i

0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

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

0.8

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

efticiency vs Sim. PV z

0.7 oo
06—~~§ ----- TR
o4
o
o o7
3

0] SR S PR

N 0.
>
2.0.09
£
70.08
20.07
o
T 0.06
@
£0.05
Q
50.04
=}
$0.03

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

q

i

o

N

(@]
IIII_III|

Ratio

0.8

R

0.6+~ e .+ +m...w“'ﬁ++ 08

Ratio
=

R T T

0.7,

05161520
Sim. PV z (cm)

50 =15 =10 -5 0 5

101520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


