[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.02
.018

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

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

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

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

o O
o
C o
D
LA RARERERE RRRE

Efficiend

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

o

(o)

o

©
»

o
[N

[

||H|||

= +| # :
- 4 il - o

B + : + : :

o -+ . .

- . .

+ -+ . .
ok v Vs sy ]

0.950
1072

101

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

—=— DQM_ttbarPU_mkFit_5iter
—e— DQM_ttbarPU_mkFit_5iter_updatedPR111_update
—— DQM_ttbarPU_mkFit_5iter_updatedPR111_updat

e_fi

xProp

agation

~ 0.0
g 009
008
007
006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

EHHCIRRCY S 8T

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Vs

Ratio
N

0.95!

0

[Effici

ency vs.sim PV z |

10

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.0
>
50.009
5008
%.007
>
.006
(3]
£.005
()
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

1.0

Ratio

BTG ] S -
E, |+r-+|||
P
o505 1015

20

éim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z |

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

2.

iy

0.95

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

Y
>

0.5

0.35

0.2

=2

=4

6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

4



	Contents
	Page 1


