[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

-
o
o
(]
>
»
>
>
o
c
[

)
=
)

Ratio

Efficiend

N

=
[
>

[
>
>

5
c
o

e
=
)

Ratio

0.4

0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

1.0

S AR RAAL I RALLN RRRRN LR LR LR RRRL LARRE LARLE RN

0.95

1072

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

08

take+duplicates vs. r

l_ """""" ' """"" '“E """"

Ratio

iy

n
AL OO
I i

HERESE
HEE3

0.95

—=— DQM_MmKFIt_T1origmnar
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTNEW50
—— DOQM_mkFit_TTNEW50-chi2
—— DQM_mkFit_TTNEW50-dpdg

0.2
0.18
0.16
0.14
0.12

0.1

0.08
0.06)
0.04
0.02

L 0OF

. j%awmwfﬁ% 11

[y

0.95!

10 20

-20 -10 0

30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N
>
o

£
n

[
>
>

[S]
c
()

=
£
3]

Ratio

0.1
0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06)
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

0

FRVS)

1

T . peos
N 3

o HE S

[ 4

0.952

0 =15 =10 -5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.4f----- . 4

0.2 ¢}

03|/ | 38 SO SUPUUONS SRR O 8

NI PR R R SRR
[ o 4

> L !

%) : .

9 r : .

I~ ... 1 U PUTUPRE SRV AP §
1= 08_ . :

N | : !

> Y

3 L ;

0 :

[0}

X

©

Y

Ratio

1| S andn- g - <[

L

e e

20

A
9

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>
3 0.45

IS
5 04

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

o
oo
o1 N

take+duplicates rate vs

©
i

._.
T

0.952

D
T T T[T

250 =15 -10

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


