[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

o)
B
o

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

iy

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

—_

[
>

ake-+duplicates

—

Ratio

0.5

0.45f-+ceeseienses + O ERITTRR
0.4 - eeererienene e ERRIIEERR PRI

R a1 o S
0.3F---memeiee oo S P RREE

025_++ | S
I RS 05 | O S
°E 3 :

005+ sgbarismeeee bbb
0.4F - -am ™o L
E ot

0,058 - -vee oo
1_;_}

0.95—

—=— DQMstep3 TT_CKF
—e— DQMstep3_TT_default
—+— DQMstep3_TT_defaultNEWTreweight

0.8

0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4 -----w5ene-
0.3
0.2

0.1

Vs

H
T

+
+

0.95!

oY)
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

T4 *

o
0 L e
S (RS LS S S R S
odf
o
o

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.2

oot
0.6F -
0.5 ------i4:
0.4F - .-

0.3+

SR

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

>
2 0.09

£

o008
£0.07
9
©0.06 e
0 . N . N N
ST R I\ S
3 Eoo T teara e
= o . A i
go0eE g e Y
?003 . N . N N

)
$0.02

Ratio

0.1

S50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


