[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

ve
o N
. D
N

0.3

efficiency vs
o
w
[€)]

=

0.95

107 1

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

S A e s
) S S 0 S S—
% SN R A S
0l g

02 oo S— A

& ‘ .l?l||||||||5u| ___________________
([ TTITTEN]

0.95

DQM_TT1__original_noPU

—
—_—

—— DQM_TT__paretofrontMinFROnIyF

Efficiend

DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxEffOnlyFB2_PU

B2 _PU

—— DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxHitsOnlyFB2_PU

~0.05 - T T
B.0ASE
» : : : : :
Z0.04F------ AR R i o
> : : : : :
s ettt SR SR S
g :
£0.03
(3]
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01

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

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

e

0.95! 10 20

I
T
o

30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.0
Exoog
B.008
% 007
% 006
;@ 005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

o FRvs)
=
©
o
1

0.952

2015 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.95

08f
0.6 V¢<= ------ +++ """
0.4------ """" """"
0.2F -+ """" """"

2.

iy
TTTT] T

....I....I....I....I....I....
e
[N
-10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

gfv—

30 -20

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.8

o
3

o
o))

o
o

©
i

D

© o
N W

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV
o
Iy

Ratio

09557215 <10

&

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


