[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.05
9.045
4
20.04
(8]
$.035
[
£ 0.03F--
0.025
0.02ET--
0.015
0.04
0.005

1O

Ratio

PO 34 O S I B B L L

0.8 .
1072 10

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

l_ """""" '

take+duplicates vs. r

04-_’+ ............

02

o A
06— ------ ¢+«+-§¢+ w ............

Ratio
P
=
!

.......

—=— DQM_mkFit_TT_base_noSel
Efficiend —— pom_mkFit_TT retrainOldFiles_v2_8iter_noSel

NI O
$0.09
[
>0.08
>
2
50.07
o
£0.06
[}
0.05
0.04
0.03F-
0.02F -1
0.01E 141 -

...........

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

..........

.........

LG_' ddh

Ratio

1

0.8f

...........

-30

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

30
TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.05
>
50.045
£
=0.04
9.035
Iy
20.03
Q

2.025

(3] :
0.02F |-
0.015F - ¥

0.0t
0,008+

Ratio

[ SEPPPREN B

H——

g

Lafeb e + e

-20 =15 =10 -5

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

¢
S
L]

0.8

0.6 ey foooees

take+duplicates vs. z

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

0.4

0.2----- ...........

Ratio
P

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

-10 0

10 20 30

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

©
o kB 2
b 0N

take+duplicates rate vs

Ratio

0.9F
0.8

05515 210750

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


