[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs vert r

. I e e

o
o)
F

02 S— A

101 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

0.5
0.09
0.08

licates vs. r

o
o
()]
Lz UL RARRN LA RR RN RRRRN RARRN LARLE RRRRN AR

Ratio

o
o
S o
- .
+—

—— DQM_SingleMuPtI_mKFit_bund
—e— DOM_SingleMuPt1_mkFit_Fit

Efficiend —— DOM_SingleMuPt1_mkFit_100RescaleBoth

efficiency vs vert z

—+— DOM_SingleMuPtl_mkFit_NoFit

! S S S S S T

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

e e e

=

K
*

=

—

_’_
o

085515 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~n 0.05
9.045
2
+0.04
O
.035
3
70.03
X
$.025
0.02
0.015

0.005f-+++++ferenesiee
q_.'.'..'.:.i.'..'.'..'.i. Lt

NI I
T iy

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

0.0F-+--ceeeenit ‘

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

" | N
— N .

Ratio

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.05
>
80.045
£
=0.04
$.035
2
©0.03
[%]
%.025
[S]
50.02
>
.015
£
0.0

0.005

Ratio

0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


