[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8

0.

~

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

o -
J—-‘-G- L ||! L i L i ] e
]_t = 3 - ST

B +

0.95
1

0.8

107 1 2

|
[N}

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 02 ,
g F E
2048w
Q r N
R0 ;| SEERTRRRER SUTRPRS
e E :
S0.L4f e i
Sk 5
O e
(O R
0.08F------++- P

X
©

—

0,06 -+ weieereab oo
0.04F : U SOURRRUNS ORR
0.02k O SUUUUUTOY SO

Ratio

1.5F

1072

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

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

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

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

E o H i:
1,+.i++ H
107t

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

—=— DQMstep3_SoftQCD_CKF
—e— DQMstep3_SoftQCD_default
—— DQMstep3_SoftQCD_defaultNEWT20

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Vs

0.95!

HH
i i : Syl
30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

sl

ARRRAGRARN T

0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

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

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

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

X
0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.02r

Ratio

o tgetgu@cates ggte ¢

%5515 =10

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

........

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


