[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

o ] e 1 111y
VS
- <
"
LB - EEEEEEREE
T +
-
o - .
- -

0.95

1072

0.8

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 0.05
&
2.045
[)
©0.04
=
.035
5
£0.03
X
%025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005
0

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

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

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

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

Ratio

1.1

-
Fo e v 000
E T - .
4
111
¥

101

IMMUSNOPU_Dase

—— DQM_mkKFit6_XiMinusNOPU_base

[—=— DQM_MKFITS_XIMI
—e— DQM_mKFit5_XiMinusNOPU_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epoch4
—— DOM_mKFit6_XiMinusNOPU retrainOldFiles125 v2 prelimWPM_epoch4

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Vs

0.95!

S R
B
E....i{...l....l....I....i....
L ”“HHH’.HHi
3:0 —ZIO —iO 0 1I0 Zb 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N

efficiency vs Sim. PV

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

S50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.021

%.018
(2]

£9.016
o

D.014F
=]

T L
¥.012F

x C

S0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F

0.002
10

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

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

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

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

Ratio

1.1

935 0

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

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

..........

F

s

15 20
PV z (cm)

Sim.



	Contents
	Page 1


