[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

AIIARAL

0.5

etticiency vs vert r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

0

Ratio
=

0.9

LN

----------- = v R R

Wl

10

o
5\&:3
N

1 2

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 05
@
>0.45

©
»

ake+dupllcates
©
O w
w

+0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

Ratio

Efficiend

—— DQM_CKF_TTbarPU
—— DQM_mKkFit_
—— DQM_mKkFit_

TTbarPU-noDNN3
TTbharPU-clonerfix3

0.8

0.5

efticiency vs vert z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

o

O R s

q

0.8

Ratio

0.6

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
0.8

0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

efficiency vs Sim. PV z
o © © o
b N w N
IIIIIIIIII I I TTTT

D

s e e

01| USRS SOOI SO FOSOS A Jo

g e gk
05—++*$‘J:1"“*‘m¢#

&

iy
IRRRRRERE}

Ratio

o
©
al

o
©
TTTT

|
N
(=]

|
[6,]

|
=
o

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

~0.05
%.045
@
£0.04
o
3.035
=]
5
¥0.03
X
9.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

Ratio

0.8

0.6

-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045
£
50.04
9.035
&
©0.03
(2]
$.025
Q
£0.02
=}
9.015

=20 15 10

10 15 20

-5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


