[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.7

C0.09F | -|----ieeeeeees S A

2 ost 5

>\008:_ """"""""" .r ----------------------

(8] F .

S0.07F |- il SR S

o 4 :

50.065—"“ --------------- .. -------------------------
.05 11111 Forrenenendie
0.04F S 1 S A
0.03 AR - 0 B T

} + :
0.02F S AT L0 O O A
0.01f+{--+ 15 3 B
A Wil il el

o IRVS)) *

S

m v

1:--1r-1r--<r---i|r R R
0.950

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

il s e
4 -

>

> [

Q L

o

B 0.8 weeefrieeeees
s [

'-'O:- | il‘l

& 0.6

©

s

0.4

0.2

II:EIII!III

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

o sl il il
el 1
g M

]_E-- E R R T R
0.950

1072 107

—=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global_mKFit_noCAND

— —— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CAND
Efficiend

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_batchCAND-adjusted

0.8

O
0.6+ ebeeeesfreeen S

efticiency vs vert z

O

0.4+t

oo}

A, SO

O

Vs

Ratio
N
T

0.95!

-10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

10 20
TP vert z (cm)

30

N 0.
>
2.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
o)
20.06,
[}
(&}
£0.05
()
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

1.0

Ratio

0 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

.z

take+duplicates vs

V) TR S
R R

orf
) S .
R U S £ 4
odf il

0 b

2.

Ratio
N
T

0.95

0 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

0.1

Ratio

i
L e
T
e
T

0.95, L

4=

P08 =6 -4 -2

0 2 4 6 810
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


