[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

efficiency vs vert z

Ratio

o
©

©
o2}

0.2

l_ """""" oot A

o
= ©
o
s
=
S
N

©
©

©
2}

0.95!

ul

sl T

1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

fake+duplicates vs. r

l_ """""" ' """

e

0.6
R S I o

02 b -

Ratio
N

0.95

—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL
—e— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_|ayerProcv2
—— DQM_TT__MODIFIED layerProcv2_windows

—— DOQM_TT__MODIFIED layerProcv2_windows_hits

I—----- P SRR e S T

I | Gt
30 20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

©
©

o
o))

S S At S S S S

J(.f;?;‘?i‘?ﬁ“.‘f‘.’,".'f‘.".’:‘f‘.’m %{s .....

099545715

ﬁﬁw%ilr

—'5 () é 16 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

fake+duplicates vs. z

le-

o
T
P S
0 S N S

| SOSR TRRE SO: “S

R, SR SO A .

R S ¢° ......
0.1 : %h .

Ratio

1.05F

: ,|ﬁ

-10 0

track ref.

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

20 30
point z (cm)

10

~ 0.5
>
0.0.45

o
© w
w_a

025

o
[

duplicates rate vs Sim.

0.15

©
i

fake

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


