[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr
- 0.2

= F : : : | SR - S EEEEEEREEEE
L0.18F i H{  ERRREREEEE ARRREREEREEE i

4 E : 1 : 3 : : :

A 1 IR e 0.8 {1 [ s

take+duplicates vs. r

0.04F : {8 [ RRREE SRRTCTIRRRS 0.2
0.02F {1150 ) SO

o o : : : : . .

g 0.14F : e o : : :

3} F : : 0 T :

50.12¢ ; ) P 0.6/t e o
0.1 , 1 R RN SRSEREEERIEE T : :
0.08F : I GRS SEES 0.4f-HFHIH e S
0.06f ; /{8 | BRI : i :

Ratio
Ratio

R

1072 107

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

—=— DQM_mkFit_XiMinusPU_retrain

Efficienq —— DQM_mkFit_XiMinusPU_retrain2
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

efticiency vs vert z
take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

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

0.3

0.2

7S SRR 1 0 | O

0.1

T gl
b fl ] Ll

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

Ratio
Ratio

iy

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.1 0.8
>
2 0.09
IS
=0.08

20.07E
>

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

Ratio

B
b N NO

I
=Pt
O .
| :
©

10-86-4-20 2 4 6 8 10 i 6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 810
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)

o
00




	Contents
	Page 1


