[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

20.45
(2]

Z 04
0.35
0.3
0.25

0.2 0.4l ¥ e E ............
0.15 I ¢#¥$ : :

T s —
T A S

G- 111111
1=t :
N L T 0.95%--" Jr
M b A kb 0.9
10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)
—=— DQM_mKFit_TT_base_noSel

—e— DQM_mKFit_TT_base_8iter_noSel
—— DQM_mKFit_TT_retrainOldFiles_v2_8iter2_noSel

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

. S S P Ty

0.8F----mrmeeriemens oo

efficiency

0.6 AR

take+duplicates vs. r
L]

1.2ffeo -

Ratio
Eoa)
—
._*E_
H—
—— -
+";
o
— :
—— :
- :
Ratio

14+

1072

107 1

Efficiend

~ 0.5
20.45
n
> 04
>
2
$0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
0

T R R
0_81'.‘7!-.9.;.,.,“.5 ........ R———

ettici

X SRS N S e

take+duplicates vs. z

o

R s s e e

Ratio
Ratio

U]

s
+
_—.c_—

q@t
——
R S
—;—9-—
+
_._:z’_—__._

10 ~20 30
TP vert z (cm)

Q% —10 0 10 2030

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.
>
2.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
)
20.06,
@
(&}
£0.05
()
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

0_

R S L S S S S S

0.8~

T nE

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

15f-----

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

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

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

-20 -15 -10 -5

Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

10 15 20

107570 5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


