[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.8
0.7

0.

efficiency vs ver

(o))
TE[TTTT
o

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

+*

Ratio

0.95

=
TTTTHTTTT

1072 107 1

Efficiend

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

-

0.8

fake+duplicates vs. r

o] 0]

l— ----------------- P e ok TR
o b :
& H N

T -
9% SRR SO o

7] SRR N -

Ratio

: 1”
1 "T||

0.95

P

101

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

DQM_TT1__original_noPU
DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxEff_PU
—— DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxHits_PU
—— DOM_TT__paretofrontMinFR_PU

—
—_—

~ 0.8

©

oy
T
P

efficiency vs ver
o o
6] (o]

o ©
R )
[ [

&

o

D
IIIII
N

o

w
TTTT
T
H

Ratio

/-
1

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.8

efficiency vs Sim. PV
© o o o o o
N w N [¢)] ) ~l

©
s
|

Ratio

=
T
A
5

Il
ity

0.95,
=2

0-15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

RS

0.8ty

fake+duplicates vs. z

2.

st - - g - o e

I R RS T o
Ot

R s e

...... P -

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

Ratio

I“lill.

al

iy

beo- o- -and

0.95}

=3 -20 -10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

L AT S T
L O
oo
ot

e

Ratio

0.952

0 =15 =10 =5 0

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


