[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_
+—

efficiency vs ver

Ratio

Efficiend

N

$0.45

[
>
>

2
£0.35

effic

0.25

0.15

0.05

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

E -¢- ¢¢°{>
o, ,+++¢¢+¢>¢iw<><>¢c‘>w g

F |
fa) IR L R N EETTIT
4
T4
L <+

0.95

1072

0.5

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95

DQM_TT1__original_noPU
DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxEff_PU
DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxHits_PU
DOM_TT _paretofrontMinFR_PU

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

A T TR VRPN SUUR R ..
| VTR FORURUTI SUDUURUR SURURURT Y
................................
. el % -

ra o by

Vs

[y

0.95}

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N

0.2

>
80.18

S

50.16
20.14
oy

20.12

e

effic

Ratio

0.1F
0.08
0.06F
0.04F
0.02

0

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

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

FRVS)

0.952

E L FHUHLEUTRETTHTR (L

0 =15 =10 -5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

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

1

0.8

0.6

0.952

0 =15 =10 =5 0

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


