[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 0.0
g .009
.008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003

eHICIgNCYYS ¥

iy

0.95

1072

Efficiend

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

take+duplicates vs. r

0.8

l_ ....................... R e

T
0.4ff : |

7] SRR N S— A

~ 0.05

B.0dSf b
» : : : :
20.04----- e
3 : : : :
P$.035------ Prrsssrsdacacaces
B : : : :
£0.03----- renneedeeeneeee
o : : : :
0025 +-e-beerseenenens

0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005
Vel

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

Ratio
N

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.0

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

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

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

i\
T
i\
|
|
|
T

©10-8 6

20 2 4 6 810
Sim. PV z (cm)

-4

.z

take+duplicates vs

Ratio

o LB ol el
§ i : :
B +|T H
B E TR R g - S
fe- HedEd .
H |44 |+ 4 1| I
: 1 l 2 0.957 2 ; 1 : 2
10™ 1 10 0 10™ 10™ 10. 0
TP vertr (cm track ref. point r (cm
—=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_1kstable
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CANDIkstable
--reeeeeee [P . [

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

iy

0.95

30 -20 -10 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-
0.6f
0.25—

15—--%0—--:-»— -

O'Q—S.Eo 55420654 d:;s 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


