[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 0.2

20.18F
‘g o
2 0.16F
O -
§0.14F
[ o
£0.12
0.1F
0.08F
0.06
0.04F
0.02F

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

| SRR PR R S EEEEEREERES

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

o
©
T

o
(o))
I T T
e
_.;_‘

take+duplicates vs. r

©
D
T

iy
T

—=— DQM_mKFit_TT_base

Effici —e— DQM_mKFit_TT_retrain_noCandDNN
ICIeNd __,__ DQM_mkFit_TT_retrain

~ 0.1
20.09
n
>0.08
>
2
90'07
3]
£ 0.06
(]
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01
e

Ratio
N

0.95!

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

N 0.
>
2.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
o)
20.06,
[}
(&}
£0.05
()
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

o+ - -
@ : :
o 8 8
| ERERE +-- 1t f : b i Py
0521510 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

Foosh ot by
' b : 5

Ratio

9535 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~n 0.5

= R SURU U SUNUE AU
A i S A A

IS é : : : :
R
B e 1| PP UUUUIS JUUNOR AR N 0 S AP S
Q o
R0 <] R T STTUOE PP IO UL P AT SR
80,25 --brerivneend
e
S 02F-ie Feeeeadeeeaes P T P
> F .
P 0.15F -
e E
8 0.1
0.05F -
T
x [

I
4

1

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

0.952



	Contents
	Page 1


