[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5k
0.4F
0.3
0.2

0.1

0.9

0.8
1072

0
il

e
+

URRAN RARAL AR

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.4

0.2

L- l_" """" poTTrTmeTete P
2] L . . .

2 : : :

m L

o) L

i)

S 0.8 rrrrrrrrmiee e
= - 4

g L

'g L

2 0.6

<

8

1.2

Ratio

1.

W SARNRRRRNRRRRS

1

l»G 1 IIIIIIi

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

1072

101

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

—=— DQM_DisplacedSUSY__mkFit_

Efficienq —— poMm_DisplacedSUSY__mkFit_BDT_

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
Sl TS SRS 1
ol

Vs

0.95F -+

%535 —=30 -10 0 10 20 30

[y
TTTT
<
>
—_——
—
—
- -

L

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

e
T e e e T

% S0 U0 SO VU U SOV W A

i +*+;ww+% -

os

e

e e T O

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.5
0.45
0.4
0.35

take+duplicates vs. z

0.25

-

-10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>
D—_0.45
€
D 0.4

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

0.15

take+duplicates rate vs
o
N

©
i

Ratio

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


