[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

iy

FTTT

.

0.95

9

1072

0.8

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

104

Ratio

0.9F

0.8

0.7

—=— DQM_CKF_TTbase

—— DQM_CKF_TT_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWP2_epoch4

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Vs

[y

0.95!

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

-5 0

N 1
%)
>
(2]
9
S 0.8
Iy
>S5
3
o 0.6
X
[o]
8

0.4

0.2

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

Ratio

0.95

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.952

N 0.1 T T T
> F :
O SRS L SULEL S LM SR
S E : : : :
7)0-085_""f" DR ¢ De t
20.07:—----'—----4# ----- ; SR
@ E . : : : #
E0.0GI—----'-""i'#*I : : :
@ E : : : : :
§005— """ o
ao.o4.—----~---¥ ------------ e *
=} E 3 . :
L 0] S e R it
e E : : :
BO0.02F - -rweviendeee Freeeeedn peees
OO Rk SITR SRS SN RS
P S P P PO PO P PO P
o ~4r : o
IS 3 : : :
x L 8 a a T
L
T

20 =15 -10 -5

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


