[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

S S A
Y R o SR

0.551} L Broneeeees o

etticiency vs vert r

0.4 .40 % SR S
O RSSO T S
0.2F b 3 S -

U NSRS N S S

Ratio

1072 10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

L. l_""""":""""'""",' """""" P
2] L

>

> L

Q | : : :

= : : :

§ 0.8 o s
= i : : :

=] o . . .

st : : :

g 06—+ """"" e P
o] : : :

L

02 e S— A

ob—r o 0 ] ] i

Ratio

H
e
)

0.95

—=— DQM_mkFit_TT_base_noSel
Efficiend —— DQM_mkFit_TT_retrainOldFiles_v2_noSel

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

efticiency vs vert z

0.4

0.3

0.2

3 ==ls

V) TP IV U I PP P | [

Tl

30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

Ratio

[y
TTTT] T
> <

[ 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

Sim. PV z (cm)

YR S

take+duplicates vs. z

X ESRES S s o s S
S

T s o e e

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

Ratio

T
>
:
¥
:

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~n 0.5

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

\%
o
w
o
T

o
w
T

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

025F itk

o

O
= O
I

.

+*

take+duplicates rate vs
; o
N
I

0.05]

Ratio

._.
T

05 =15C10 -5 05 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


