[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

20-45—"""""5 """""" o ;"Jr """"
2 e T T ST
T — R
U PR preeeees P
(P S R R
0.2F e fromen e s
T R R g
0.0 ----wnnno ARRERRERERES P gy

0-05§:+:%++'""%+;}m$ T pree

ettic

1.0

Ratio

SRV | I
1 I HTFIR
: 11 )+
ANNES
*:I 5 RARESE
L L]
L T 4111 [

0.95

1072

Efficiend

0.8

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95
1072

107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=— DQM_MKFIt_TIbase

—e— DOQM_mkFit5_TT retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWP_epoch4

—— DQM_mkFit_TT _Dbaseline_6iter

—— DQM_mkKFit6_TT retrainOldFiles125 v2 prelimWP_epoch2 wSQCD

0.7

0.6

0.5

efticiency vs vert z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Vs

Ratio

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~n 0.2

> o
2 0.18f

£

efticie

=0.16F
20.14F
> F
20.12F
08 RS NS N
0.08F----i-e|--ieened oo
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

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

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

g +® [
IS
o
1
0.050wi L LIELL ALLLE i
0-15-10 -5 O 5 10 15 20

=2

Sim. PV z (cm)

.z

take+duplicates vs

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

0.95}

=3

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.952

0 =15 =10 =5 0

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


