[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

20.45

g
2 04

= 4 : : ¥
e e Bt AT I

Il (- T
i ol | { lﬂﬁsﬂ M J

1=k -1-- - sfooococyfoatlomalbclocoscsons

1072 107 1

Ratio

+

1 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

l_ """""" ' """""" i;.',,'“..."".';"’

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

PR -~ - :
............. R T,

—=— DQM_TTbarTEST

Efficienq —— pom_ckF_TTbar

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

efficiency vs vert z

0.4

0.3

0.2

Ratio

-30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.05
>
00.045
IS
7 0.04
$.035
>

Y% SIS A S 6
o :

D025 +-beofrh b e b
S S I
0.02F -+
0.015F -+ +-H1:
0.01F -+

0008+ fhiveos e b
| U I A TR P TR PO PO

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

r : e : o :
o : T % : c .
0.8F------ b et eeeeens

take+duplicates vs. z
.

S A U R ERRRTY
07| RS SO TN ST AT

0

Ratio

"0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

R S L S S S S S

RN M S O3 S

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


