[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_
+—

20.45

[
>
>

9
$0.35

ettic

Efficiend

N

20.45
(2]
>
>

2
£0.35

ettici

Ratio

0.25

0.25

0.15

0.1
0.05
+ O

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.5

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr
0.8

;5 2 H H H
@ 0.7t Sereeeseenees o AR
- : :
L 0.6t Brerereeeeees ol REREREEE
S : : E
A e S
g o : : :
B 04 .
0.3 et oo - m
d
O AR S i
01;— ------------ P |
€ RIE gl 1 EL
TR
track ref. %)%int r (cn%)02

—s=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit10000__RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit1000__RECO

0.4

0.3

0.2

TTTT]TTTT

| —e T

| —er v

| — .
-
o
g

0¥™p 20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.02
>
50.018
5016
9.014
>
9.012
)

s d
£ 0.0l
q) -
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

Ratio

|
2
H
2
N
T
B

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

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

J..hru‘ At

-
o 1

PO 5 0 5 0 15 20

éim. PV z (cm)

z
=
I
;
]
)

IR

0.6

take+duplicates vs.

0.4

[T—_—"
[

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

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~n 0.5

= : : : : :

] e A e e
e
£0.35F oo i feeenedins e

Sim

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

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

o
N o
a1 W
—_—
K
H
LI

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

take+duplicates rate
¢ o
N

o
=

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

0.05]

&

o
o i ¢

Ul
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

Ratio

=
—_
—
—
— r
— [
— r
—
—

210 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


