[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

0.6

0.5

etticiency vs vert r

0.2

ol ++++*++++4.}+++++++J, """"""

0

5 SRR SRS SR

I RO NN S :

Ratio

=
TTT T T T 1T

0.95

1072 1
TP

0 0?
vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

take+duplicates vs. r

fa) | L

0.8 5
Y NS SR |
9% SRR SO ;

7] SRR N 5

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

Ratio

51|
1 :r|

0.95

101

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

—— DQM_CKF_TTbarPU
—— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU

Efficiend

—+— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU-clonerfix

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

efticiency vs vert z

0.4
0.3
0.2

0.2 -4l

Vs

Ratio

|||lllu§ullll||

[y
TTTT] T

0-95; -10 0 10

20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
0.8

0.7
0.6

0.5

0.4

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

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

D
TTT T T

Ratio

._.
I
i

51
Sim.

0 15 20
PV z (cm)

0.8~

take+duplicates vs. z

2.

I R S o
T

T s

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

Ratio

] Ik,

.111”

T
}
»
4

0.95}

=30 -20 -10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

. RS S

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.8 g
X e
P

0t

Ratio

0.952

0 =15 =10 =5 0

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


