[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

Ratio

©

o

=
IIIII

0.9

E =+ [+ :

LI i G | -----------
1p : B R -+ -
E | o “-T |
- Jr41T T
.8E

0
1072

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

-+

LGS

f””
p
p
3
o
pam
]

-+

0.95

=
2
N

—s=— DQM_mkFit_baseline_lowPT

— —e— DQM_mkFit_baseline6iter_lowPT
Efficiend QM. . 5>

~n 0.2
LT R R S R
%] C . . . . .
Z0.16------ AR R i P
> . . . . .
8 - . . H . H
e R S St Sl

"‘E’O'féff::éﬁ:::::{}*fgééﬁ?éﬁfﬁff:f:fff
L *+ ------ * ..... S
0.0 -3 eeefelinteenens H ..... S
0.04F -]y ! g

0.02F -+t {#

Y O A LA S P

Ratio

9535

—— DQM_mkFit_TT_RetrainV2_WP2_6iter_ep3_lowPT

-

I

[y
TTTT] T

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~n 0.2
>
0.0.18F

£

efticie

Ratio

5 0.16F
20.14F
2 F
20.12F

0.1F
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

FRVS)

0857215 210 =5 0

-20 -10 0 10 20 30

0

1

Sim. PV z (cm)

510 15 20

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

1

: " :
i 'L Liss e

RO

L
L]
»

0.95}

=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

IR0 i h ot o
E R
o L ¥

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


