[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.02
.018

TT I TT T TITITT[T

©c o
o o
o O
N )
T T

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

P17 ! S I IR A N I

11—5; ------ 4.-5- R

1072

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[fake+duplicates vs vertr |

; 1; ---------------------- }f' ---------- E ............
o W ............ —

Oﬁj*i%ﬁm-

1€ 1 T — —

take+duplicates vs. r
R Tl !. .
—i—

Ratio
~

0.95

- T 4

0.9E :
1072 101

—s=— DQM_mkFit_baseline_lowPT
—e— DQM_mkKFit_baseline6iter_lowPT

Efficiend

—— DQM_mkFit_TT_RetrainV2_WP1_6iter_ep3_lowPT

..........

..........

..........

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

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

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045
=
=0.04
%.035
ey
20.03
@
8.025
(]
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

10

Ratio

1.
1
0.9F--
0.8%5

=20

~157210

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

o SO B |

0.6+t

1|0 S e

take+duplicates vs. z

R R [

ol
R
e | I S B S
| T I I U P D

Ratio

(i

iR B B 1

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8

T
AN ﬁ*%

0.5 -+ -ke-e-1

o
N
|

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

©
w
T

©
N

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

o
iy

[ h
i []
TTITLTTTT

Ratio
-
o

| el

o
©
TTT

101520
Sim. PV z (cm)

|

N

(@]

|

=

(6)]

|

[ T
o - o
|

o1

o

(6]



	Contents
	Page 1


