[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

S gy S

BRI =
£
.

L

=
TTTTRTTTT

il i 1]

it

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

W"%

LA

Ratio

iy
"""’".'

. ‘*ﬂ

I3

0.5

1072

107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[[—=— DQM_VUUUI_RUUU0U00UUI__Global__CmSSw
—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global
—— DOQM_V0001_R000000001__Global

mkFltOnglnaI
mkFitNew__RECO
—_mkFitNew05__RECO

RECO

: S
0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

R T s s s

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

-

50 510 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)

1

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2

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

Ratio

—20 =10 0
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045
£
50.04
9.035
2
©0.03
(2]
$.025
Q
£0.02
=}
9.015

_IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII;ILLI_I_W_I_L'_LI_LH_I.?.:.L'.LLII
- + :

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


