[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 0.05
9.
2
20.04
o
.
)
£0.03
0.
0.02
0.

0.

Ratio

Efficiend

~ 0.021

0.
0.
0.
0.

Ratio

0.01

EHHCIRRCY S 8T

045

035

025

015

005

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

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

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

[

TTTR[TT T TT I T[T T [T I T[T T T T[T I [ TT I T[TTITT[TTITT
L] RM I I | | | | |

1.0

PII

H
i

0.950

1072

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

T

(0:] SRTEERRPPRREEY | SEPEPPP PPPE FRPPPPPE PRPPPEPRR
(00| EREEEEERERH I S EEETE PO SRR
0.4f---mnnnr ] B - SRMELRILS
02— A e

:# 4 . :
10— ......! an ..::...I L .......! L
1.05ff- - S S 6

00 B A
095: :

101

1072

—=— DQMstep3 _TT_CKF
—e— DQMstep3_TT_default
—+— DQMstep3_TT_defaultNEWTreweight

018
016
014

012F
0.01F
008f
006F
004F

002

L 0OF

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

[y

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.02

>
&2
%
2
D

.018
.016
.014
.012

£ 0.01
(]

0
0
0
0

Ratio

.008
.006
.004
.002

1.0

PI0-8 6 -4 -2

H B il o e el

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

-4

—

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

2.

e
X s s SO | SR S
S

ot

#%H’r

1Jtaaa- -anssans anessn 44 f-H - 14 -

{aases-ansasen - - 2 aef

0.95}

=30

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

>
A0.45

E
7]

\%
o
w
o

take+duplicates rate vs

Ratio

0.25

0.15

0.05]

0.5

0.4

o
w

©
N

o©
=

10

1.1

ey

= 5
—— -1--- -
e -
. -
. | .
| 4 - - - - - -
B B o el o s ot s s - R SoR
4= 0

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

0-8 6 -4 2 0



	Contents
	Page 1


