[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.1

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

- - . . -
s : : @
L0091 i Beeneenae RREREIEES -
2 E : : 2
S008I 17 P RRECEREEEEE ]
O F H N =
$0.07F |-t i) RERRERREREEERE s 53
§0 065 4 T.1: : 3
= iy B
T UPE L : : )
E 1 : <
0.05F -1 HERE" EEEEEEEEEEEEY e -
E 4 : :
0.04F 11-¢ I S EERERERE! EEN & e
0.03f -; T S S
= : : 4 :
0.02F . EF T
0 01:_ +... T+ s
PR LR L 110 L U SO °
#4413 B O
0.950

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

.........................................
o] ]

Efficiend

—s=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__¢

Global__mkFit_baselinel

Global__mkFit_batchl

0.8

0.7
0.6

0.5

efticiency vs vert z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Vs

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

o ~Of : i -
g F I
o L H : 1
AR | 111111

=20 0

0% 10

20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

0.2

2.

iy

0.95

_ _______ ______ Imul”” b
N IIII”'IIH |
020 10

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.
>
2.0.09
£
50.08
20.07F
>

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

[

—.L086420246810

Sim. PV z (cm)

1

0.8~

0.2

iy

'—.L086420246810

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


