[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

2045
2 04
0.35

0.3
0.25

0.2
0.15 : :
T S s

efficiency

005y eereeeeeneenenes
L ot s s

g s
c “:'TE’--[-“
FeAREINES -4 41 |
ool R R
o 1

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

Ratio

3
]

0.950

1072

10™
track ref. pomt r (cr%)

mkFit_TTNEWnoMS-genMatch-CUT2

—=— DQM_mKFIt_T1orignal
—e— DQM1
ici —— DQM_mkKFit_TToriginal-106
Efficiend = pSM mkFit TTNEWMS-genMatch-CUT2

~ 0.5
20.45
n
> 04
>
2
$0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

ettici

Vs

Ratio

0.95

[y
TTTT[TTTIT[TTTTI[TTTT

Q : +'
02 10 0

-20

W
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.05
>
80.045
=
=0.04
%.035
ey
20.03
@
8.025
(]

0.02
0.015

0.01

0.005

104

Ratio
N

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

iy
IRRRRRERE}

Ratio

0.95

o
©

15
N
(=]

S50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


