[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

S S A
0.6f - e o SR

0.

[¢)]

etticiency vs vert r

04 AL R —

e P
R SSSUN BO. B SO

U NSRS N SR S

C : +*
0“0' IR BT | | Lt
T I 4+ :
m |+ T
-l £l P A TR -
I ¥4 1
I+ -+

0.95
1072

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

o 0] ] i
FRVS) - T T

L HEE 3

I +

1$ A4 >

0.95

—=— DQM_mKkFit_TT_baseR_noSel_ok

Effici —e— DQM_mKFit_TT_base_8iter_noSel_ok
ICIeNd __,__ DQM_mkFit_TT_Retrainv2_8iter_noSel_ok

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

efticiency vs vert z

0.4

0.3

0.2

Ratio

30 =20 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

i
T
H
i
4
"
*

0 =15 210 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95

935 010 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N
>
o

E
7]

VS

Ratio

take+duplicates rate

0.5

0.45
0.4

o
© w
w_a

0.25

o
o kB 2
b 0N

0.05]

0.952

20 -5 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


