[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

PR RRRRE AR

o
T U R AR RERRE RAREE L)

0.5

etticiency vs vert r

0.4

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

0.3

0.2

0.1

L3 : 14
1072 107 1

Ratio
PP
s NN
s L
—*_. E
—— [
44— E i il
_¢_"+' - 0 rr—
" e
e [
-*—-—! :
—
s
+

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

—— I ] —_Global__] T
—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_var

Efficiend —— DQOM_V0001_R000000001Global__mKkFit_jcoreNoClean
—— DOM V0001 _R000000001__Global__mkFit_jcore50maxCand-45DUPremoval

MKFEI aseline

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr
- 05

Ratio

1072 107

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

0.8

0.7

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

0.6

0.5

efticiency vs vert z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio
P
iy

Y § 19 -

-30 0 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
0.8

7

01 AR S RS SRR SONTF O SN

0.5

ol

L S

BERY & o SR A LS

efficiency vs Sim. PV z
I TTTT
—E-Q—
e
A
¥
4
s
_:’i
——

s s O

Of
1.4F

Ratio

1.2F

-20-15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.5
2% SN P SO S

w 2
[S1
I

©
w
T

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

ake+duplicates
o

e
0af
R
e s e

Q.08 i

il uH _______
B 11
F : l” e E :
0.6f=------ Tl | {|| H 1 | I
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio

=

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.05
>
00.045
IS
=0.04
$.035
L
©0.03
[%]
%).025
e
£0.02
>
0.015

0.6 ----F----1 :

20 Ti5 1050

510 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


