[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7F

0.

(o))

0.5

etticiency vs vert r

0.4

0.3

0.2

Ratio

10

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr
0.8

é F : .

> r : :

0 0.7y FREEEEN
9 L : :

© r : :

8 0.6t Beeeees
S o : :

=] r : :

? 0.5 -----rmmrtemmreeees Preeees
15} : :

¥ :

= QA

0.3+ erererineentagf et

0.2

0.1

Ratio

—=— DQMstep3_QCD_CKF

— —e— DQMstep3_QCD_default
Efficiend _,__ pomstep3 QcD_ckiPixelLess

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

efticiency vs vert z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Vs

Ratio
=

0.95

\HJ'“*MH‘E i L.

0.9

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

0.8

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

0.6F -

05F -+

s o e

.
e
e

s s O

A S PO PO PR FUUTE NI FOU
2 : : : : |
s ¢ it * o]
oo fi H*H“W‘H .........
~10 -5

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N l—---l-nl- T
@ + :
> L :
%) .
Q - p
g ooff o fis
= | b
> b
5 :
PO X-| R S R EER SRR S
X - b
m "
+— o X

0.4

0.2

Ratio

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045
£
50.04
9.035
2
©0.03
(2]
$.025
Q
£0.02
=}
9.015

o

©
TTTTT T

H

ot

%50 =15 -10 -5

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


