[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr

| R [ i

T ERSR — — [Im—

T S e fooee

take+duplicates vs. r

. : :
0.4 e *a i FEEl EEEEEEE AR

+% .
0.2 -ereeeeniene nag®rc * -----------

Ratio
rags
e

H
T
3

o]

oapghlygHise. Lo
? 107 10™

1072 10 1 10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

—— DQMstep3_QCD_CKF
— —e— DQMstep3_QCD_default
Efficiend _, _ poMstep3_QCD_defaultNEWT
N 0.5
£
20.45

o N
F )
E >
g ” . : : .
4 E Q . . . N
S 04 e f e =1 1 1 o R . SN
> % § OBy
$ 035k pes s PO o
o o : (=] o : : : : :
= R [ T + " H H : i
e T S I o 111 A i S I
0.25F | hoproridorreniben e o e I S S|
02| il o I
0155 - |- -t L S T P A
ORISR | EERRRRR R St 8| SR 028 A g
0.05F et '
OF AN AL O....I....!....i....!....I....

15

Ratio
Ratio

iy

20 30 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

2
o
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.02r T T T T T ~n 0.5
: : : : : >

0. 0.45

IS

5 04

V!

o
© w
w_a
[ [

0.25F

take+duplicates rate vs
o
= ©
a1 N
I I

©
i

0.05]

L O

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

Ratio

0.9

0.8

20 0H5 2152105 0 5 10 15 20

. PV z(cm) Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


