[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

DQ
DQ
Efficiend —— B3

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

: *ﬁ%% +

I gt

OAE)S‘E

%ﬁ+l|| 1 IH‘}%‘J" HHTH

-

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

Ratio

-

i
—
T
—_—

_A;._

MKFT_TT1base

mkFit_TT_baseline_6iter

<4

mkFit5_TT_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWP_epoch4
mkFit6_TT retrainOldFiles125 v2 prelimWP_epoch2 wSQCD

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Vs

0.95!

30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

iy

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

.z

e e S

R S s o e

s S S o o

take+duplicates vs

/USRS SRR SRR SN S S S
R T T o e
o : : e ! : :
0.2F bt &bl SRR
.o [ .

o s St e[ e

SO i

ti%\-:%ﬂ%,- R
C N :

Ratio

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~n 0.5

>
a 0.45
IS
5 04

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

take+duplicates rate vs
o
= ©
a1 N

©
i

0.05F

D

&

iy
IRRRRRERE}

Ratio

o
©
al

o
©
TTTT

|
N

: LLLLE : : 5 ;
0-15-10 -5 O 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


