[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

DQ
DQ
Efficiend —— B3

0.8

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8
0.7
0.6::
0.5:
0.4
0.3
0.2

0.1

o]

0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

Vs

0.95!

110 %i lgl 1111

1l |

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

.,.,,.vm‘, b4}

10}

l_ """""" ""’ """"
T R S— R S—
T IR SR— R— S—

1) R TSR STt —

R AL B

Ratio
R

-

0.

O

é’f

;
-
o
—
)

CMKET_TT1Dase
_mkFit_TT_baseline_6iter
mKFit_TT_RetrainV2_WP1_6iter

<4

mkFit_TT _retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWP_5iter

[y

TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.8

efficiency vs Sim. PV

Ratio

0.6

0.5

=10 0 10 20 30

0 6 S

19 5 s ------ ; -----

0 e e e

e

s s O

0 =15 =10 50 5

7

Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

0.8[--

0.6[—-

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4f-

0.2}~

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

i

Ratio

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.
>

2.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
[]

©0.06

o
50.04
=}
$0.03
g
©0.02
0.0

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

%] E_ . . H . . .
L0.05F+teeebre Ry gy R

n||||||||||||||| ............ I....I....

1. o

Ratio

iy
IRRRRRERE}
1
i

o
©
al

Sooeasa
+——

o
©
TTTT

0 =15 -10 -5

|
N

é 101520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


