[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

0.8

o 07
>
3 0.6
c
)
2 05
[}
0.4
0.3
0.2
2
B
o

Efficiend

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 0.5
20.45
n
> 04
>
2
$0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

ettici

= | S EEF T e [ S
(2] -
>
T S S PP a L
Q -
R e § 0.8
s [
U SRR SR L 3 L
2 0.6_— """""""""""""""""""""""""
S AP IS i
F * L : : :
T ST SOUPUPRPR O, O R RRRRE ERERED IERE SRRRELLLEEE
2 * i : : :
: 02 e R
I 5 % 1 :
e ° GW‘P‘#"‘" e Y YT I
- = 14
T
e J
: n ) 0.8—
10™ 1 10 0 10
TP vertr (cr%)
— BémzmEﬁﬁzggﬁgngﬂgaﬁggm? BLONN
—— DQM”mKE|t= o;t D-updated-T E/arDNN
—— DQM™mkKFIit—SoftQCD-updated-TTbarDNN25
N 0.5
------------------------------------------------ £0.45
3
£ 04
3
2.0.35
>S5
?
Z 03
X
£0.25

0
1.2

Ratio

0.8

=30

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5

P
o
S
]

0.3

etficiency vs Sim.

Ratio

...........

|
N

L il

0 -15 -10

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

Ratio

-20 -10 0

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~n 0.2

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


