[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.2

T oo S
o F ; ; ;
O e prrree A
O -
§0.14F
[ o
£0.12
0.1F

0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

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

TR T ||L!|||!|m!|||!|||!

-
"
TS .
L .
i
M
L -
i +
o+

=
2
N

Efficiend

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+d

uplicates vs vertr

l_

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

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

1.05F

Ratio

iy
i R RARR

PENITRTITY BT |

1l

¥

|
N}

MKEIT_T 1base
mKFit_TT_retrainOldFiles125
mKFit_TT_retrainNewFiles125

mKkFit_TT retrainNewFiles125AndSQCD

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

- o
== St

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

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

0.0

10

Ratio

1.1

iy

o
©

%0 =15 -10 -5

|
N

P
4.
;
.‘. : )
= e
Ofszgri- o b TR EEETETPRIEES
= L
_4._“ 1 .
b t Q N N
5 ",':'#"' B R L CET LY ': LU IR AR R L
—t : —
PR
L

10 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.5
0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
10

take+duplicates vs. z

1.1

Ratio
N

0.9

0.l

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

[ fake+d

uplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>
D—_0.45
€
D 0.4

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

©
N

0.15

take+duplicates rate vs

©
i

Ratio

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



	Contents
	Page 1


