[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr
0.8

£ P R SR SRR LR

[ by I . . .

o 07 g [ : : :

2 [SRNCY:] ISR SO R ST i

g 06 — 5 : :

[ =] 5 :

o o L H

£ 05 :

a T
0.4 8 L :

0.3

B S .

0.2 : : :
0.2 [ARRRERRERREE ARRRERERLEED

0.1

ob— o 0] ] i
T . .

Ratio
Ratio

,_
T

T

3

=

+

M

!

"

-

T

e

rs

- 3

*

L
==

[;

0.95 : :
1072 10 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

—=— DQM_CKF_QCDHighPt_base
Efficienq —— pom_cKF_QCDHighPt_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epochl
0.8 " " " " " N 0.5
: : : : : @ : : : : :
> 0.45F------ A R S peeeee

0.7

0.6

w 2
[S1
I

0.5

©
w
T

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

efticiency vs vert z
ake+duplicates
o

0.4 B Q.25+ ebeeedieen PR S T
0.3 0.2+ g e
(15 1| SRR S A S ST R S

0.2 E : : : :
e O ARARE & A St 0 SR S
[ S A 1 005F Pt

2.

ofd ikl

Ratio
Ratio

[y
TTTT] T

e

&

> &

+

iy
T

T

r

03720 -10 0 10 20 30 0¥ =20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~n 0.8 ~n 0.5

D‘_0-45_"".'""'Z ...... eeaes EPEPPE CEPERE: SRR Heeees
IS : : : : : :
5 04_._ ...... e SRREHENEE SRR pee

0.7

0.6

\%
o
w
o
T

0.5

o
w
T

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

0.4

efficiency vs Sim. PV

R M.

0.3

o
-
a
I
i
+

0.2

©
i

take+duplicates rate vs
H o
N
!

0.05]

Pa) SPI PUE
o o +tW 5 3
= = L 1 o o
& c f M E :
I 1 HESES .
— - a . . - H T T L R
1 T3 : P
L + pS

510 15 20 05 =15 10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


