[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

0055— ------------ S PP S
BRI i Pt v MO R
8 ;

x

i

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

l_

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

SRR N S o
: : Lo+ 4

e
3;?.'::

"""" * '*'*E*i*"""":'""""""""""""'

o

1

[)

o =
H i

1.1

Ratio

—=— DQM_mkFit_TTbhase

Efficienq —— poM_mkFits_TT_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWP_epoch4

EL

L5 .

SN

il

> s
» 3
> o
+

HI

» s
> o
+
T

-feede-o < 2ad

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

n

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

n 0.050—

> Eoo

D(_J.045:— :

£ Eo

:,—)0.045— :

9.035F -+

. F

c 0.03----

[©] o . :

8.025F -+~ ;

(6] F : H
0.02F---+ :
0.015F - ;

0.01 -+ #
0.005E -++heesrieesesdeenenshoenidnnss R
P S P PR PO PO PO |

o WL : 0 0 i
@ oo AT L :
e [ HE L[
i R R Bl AL Fr-tr-1----
PPN O 0 0 A 0 A s A
20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

le-

1.05H

Ratio

i

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

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


