[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_

0.5

©0.45F oo

[
>
>

0af i

(8] .
§0.35F oo

ettic

Ratio

N
—

efticiency vs ver

Ratio

0.15

0.05E

0.3F e

0.2BF- -+ eeeeie-

0.2

O SRR

10

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

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

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

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

1.2F
1.1
1

oo 5o 8

1072 107

1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

i R S EEEREEE LR, "?<>.‘,< e
r . e ]
. e .

0 S Sl W SO 1
o

e s

NM_CRF_TTbar
M

DU
DQ
ici DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU-updated-newPLDNN
Efficiend = pSM mkFit TTbarPU-updated-newPLDNN-2

mKkFit_TTbarPU-updated

1.2

0.2

Bweereeteeneed
0.8 reiereeend
0.6 ----ieeees

PO -

-4

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
50.045

£

=0.04
%.035
3
20.03
@
8.025
(]
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

Ratio

0

1.4F

Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.

Iy

: P % : :
0.8f------ e P

e

oot

3
L o :
A P T L LT T
o @ fay
| o E)
K & af g . P *aa® o} -
@, ® o en ¥ o
‘o : : : o
20 e R SEREEEE S g

-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1_' """ P Tttt P ' """
RS T

X S s

>

20-15 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


