[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 0.0
g .009
.008
.007
.006
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.001

eHICIgNCYYS ¥

Ratio

Efficiend

005
004
003
002

0

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

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

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

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

15

11 i i ST e

W

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

+
= b -pq-e------  EEEET TR
T 4+
o £
+*
| B e &
+| |+
F +
LT [
- - B S R
LN JH - -+
+
-+ <+

—=— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal

—— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWnoMS-genMatch-CUT

Pong | |

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.0

>
2
%
2
P
8

Ratio

009— -------- ------------------------
Bt S Rt BATEE
K T S TP ST
006— -------- ------------------------
O R Tt S IRISRCEt TP
Y07 RS S SR N SRR
Y| SRS SRS O USRS AR
Y107 RS S N SR N SRR
0.001E- i -------- e it
chl.u. .-M+ Ty i
pof e fi-d il -

1.15—- ----- “* -------

1_ _.‘,»4_ SR Do

-0 -5 0 5 10 15 20

éim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

.....

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

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

6 4 -20 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


