[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.95

H " WH '?'.foff

0.9
1072

0.8

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

S S =
0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

Ratio
P
N
e

=]

=
2
N

—=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_baseline
—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_var
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_jcoreNoClean

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Vs

Tl

0.95!

-20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

I
4

N PO

Sooeso
+

¥ =15 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

.z

R S EE

YRS R

take+duplicates vs

X SRS S s oo
T

s e

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

Ratio

10
track ref.

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

20 30
point z (cm)

~ 0.05 - " T T T
> : : : : :
00.045fF----r--eq-ifromeneee
€ : : : : :
L S ) R A
D085z et b
Q : H I . : :
©0.03F -+t frif [ roerend oo
n : : : : :
%).025
Q
50.02
=)
©.015

0 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


