[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_
+—

efficiency vs ver

Ratio

Efficiend

N
—

efficiency vs ver

Ratio

1.2

0.4

0.2

0.95

TTT T T T
"
+
e

1072

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

o
©
T

©
o2}
I

fake+duplicates vs. r

l_"' """" ' """""" """"""

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

7] SR N S— A

Ratio

0.950

e
)
T
¢

—e— DQM_original_mu_pt1to1000_eta2pOto2p5

—=— DQM_correctCheck2_mu_pt1to1000_eta2p0to2p5

1.2

1

0.4

0.2

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N

efficiency vs Sim. PV

1.2

o
®

o
o

!
¥

0.952

0 =15 =10 =5 0

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0% —
B.009F--++++c5eeeeeedes
A : :
B.008F -+ wbeeeeies
¢ S

BOOTE oo
> . . .

3 ]
D006 ++h o]
X . N N
- J010 <] SRRRRRR PRI |l

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

0.004F -+ iwreeeioe i
0.003f -+ eeeeedeqoet o
0002w el ]
0,000 ++++heemeeee e :

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

...........

...........

...........

2.

Ratio
N
!IIII LB

0.95)

0 10
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

20 30

~ 0.0

> F :
£0.009F- :
5.008F- :
9.007F :
& F :
©.006F- :
%) F .
9.005F :
o F :
2.004F
> E .
$.003F :
®.002F- : :
0.001F- : :
P S T U A P PO 1 I P T O
o ~®F : - - -
5 b i : : :
2 L 8 1
il A —0%0— e | S .— ---------

0.95, L

P08 6 -4 -2

0 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


