[ Efficien

cy vs vertpos |

- 0.2
20.18F

2 E
>‘0.16_—
2 E
_50.14_—
i) u
“50-12:_
0.1
0.08F

0.06F
0.04F

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

105

Ratio

1

oodd it

0.98---

kR

0.8t
1072

Efficiend

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

l_ """""" ' """""" """ e

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

—=— DQN_origmald

—e— DQM_testMkFit_initial StepReso

—— DQM_testMkFitFit_initialStepReso

—+— DOM_testMKFitFit_initialStepReso_testSorting

N 1.2_

1

0.8

efficiency vs ver

0.6

0.4

0.2

10

'
'

Ratio

1.1
1

0.

0.8}

=30

-20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.
>
8.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
oy
20.06
R
(&}
£0.05
(]
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

Ratio

HE 2 B

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

Vi

oof g

fake+duplicates vs. z

R R R S S

R s s e e

il

09p =20 =10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio
——

——
_——

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.8

©
o
I

o
(o]
I
.
H

w
T
— e

o o
N
A

%
: g
ey

o o
N
TTTT

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV

%015 —10 =5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


