[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

-
e
(]
>
»
>
>

[S]
c
[}

ettic

Ratio

Efficiend

N
—

efticiency vs ver

Ratio

0.5

0.45
0.4
0.35]
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1

0.05E

10
1.2
1.1

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

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

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

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

1.2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Wy %
h /AT I 0
; : B
T 4
o
2
1_
1072 10 0? 1072
TP vertr (cm
—=— DQM_CRF_TTbar
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTharPU-updated
—— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU-DNNsqgcd100
—— DOM_mkFit_TTbarPU-DNNalliters
N g
: g) fx:%kzm,‘km‘:bﬁ ;{msmx:‘*x%?‘"“"w
. a i i i
R e - o)) L . i}ﬁ : a .
- - .
r S 08_— -------------------- -4:02;;:‘-;9 ----------------------
L = i :
e =]
L (=] -
- & 0.6 T SRTRRES Feeeeen
C S " : : : : :
At ettt et St il e I I — . : : : : : o
[ R ot e S A A
| R R AR R DR LR REEFEEREEREE Hy - : TR
= - LR : b :
L B :’- "":
[ 0.2 'a;".’"'_‘.‘-"‘. """"""""
- ~'.-ﬁ
C R I P I I I P
B ety
L g @ .
L ay 8 8! we®s 0r o
1R 2%‘,@“@"“"““:,‘:’&
- 20 -20 -10 0 10

30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N
>
0
=
2]
?
>
[2)
c
Q
8

0

0

Ratio

0.05

.045
0.04
.035
0.03
.025
0.02
.015
0.0
.005
0

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

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1_

0.8~

0.6~

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


