[ Efficie

ncy vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

er

Ratio

0.95

|||_|_r“_u.!|||| |=|!!|!||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||

Lt AT
o4
L] EA TN
¥ L1
d 4
5 5 3 5
1H5 4+ - H A AR -
+
4

Efficiend

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

l_

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.950

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

—=— DQM_mKkFit_baseline
—e— DQM_mkFit_baseline6iter
—— DQM_mkFit_TT_RetrainV2_WP2_6iter_ep3

~ 0.5

20.45

n

> 04

>

2

$0.35
0.3

0.25]
0.2

0.15
0.1

ettici

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

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

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

+§ ........ L__.i..".uun
ﬂ*w-.-dn..-ﬂ‘*ﬂ :

[y

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.1

N I
O T e S S

£

L R Rl Rt S
L S S S S
P : : : : : :
€ 0.06F----F----; :
[} :

o : :
£ 0.05F 41
o : :
0.04f----=-I-%

0.03 -4k
0.02F -
0.01 -
o swofrbesh
5 F 11
gt i
| ERERE + T

0.952

0 =15 =10 -5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8~

0.6~

0.4

0.2~

Vel

=

-

095k

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

-20

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1_

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2~

0955

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

=550 5 0



	Contents
	Page 1


