[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

0.2

Efficiend

) [P

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

| R ' """""" P e

Ratio

M_TT__original_noPU

DQ
DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxEffOnlyFWD2_PU
DOM_TT__paretofrontMinFROnlyFWD2__PU
— DOM_TT__paretofrontMaxHitsOnlyFWD2_PU

z
o
©

o
]

©
o2}

o

efficiency vs vert
6]

018 S O -

- ..... hs

1%_ : ++¢ : :J}”}+ G

'...! mmj@w"%...!.
=50 10 0

30

10

20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.2r - " T T T
> Eoo : : : :
EL_O.18_—"",' """""""""" Tt R .
LS s S R A A
>014}~~} ------------------- SR R
9 . A
o £ : : : :
= 01_ : H H N H H
o 3 : : : : : :
0.08F---r--f-+i R R T
O O 0 A
0.04f i erfosienesieneens R i
R
A A an A
= : : : EHEITIE
hd L + H
1_— ------- e e g b
085 =15 =10 -5 0 5

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

——

ﬁ

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.5
>
8.0.45
0.4
20.35
0.3
30.25

S rate

o kB 2
b 0N

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

fake+duplica
©

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

I b
5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


