[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.

(2]
—
*
-
o
*

osbb Il 5
ﬁ : 4

I Rt eeeeennnns o
0.3 - S—
0.2F b S -

U NSRS N SR S

0.95
1072

e

B
TTT TR T
+

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

T {TH{

0oy

0.2 g i oo

104

Y-t R

T ERSR — [ —

Ratio

1.05

T TTTTTTT

=

0.95

b }; i
0.9 i :
1

—=— DQM_mKFit_TT_base_noSel

— —e— DQM_mkKFit_TT_base_8iter_noSel
Efficiend QM_mkFit_TT_base_Siter |

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8

093 —-20 -10 10 20 30

ST
S ST s
o T
10 A W
03E.-- E- N N N N
0.2F- {1t

0.4F--- 4

L@...J..”;.”..”..h..d..”

—— DQM_mKFit_TT_retrainOldFiles_v2_8iter2_noSel

H 1|1uu|111 ||

5 | Hnmn” |

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 e e e

e

B0 -15-10 5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

take+duplicates vs. z

2.

o
o
b
) é__ﬂj ........ im__iﬂ ..... é _______

Ratio

H
I
[

= ?}HW

0.95

30 -20 -10 0 10

20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0l———
> E :

10.09—----:------5-+
§008—----:--- ETRTTE. JU C I A
2t 4*+5 A
50.07'

©0.06F----+-----1
P S
5 005 i

oA e A AR
=] : : : : : :
B o A At M AR A

)
$0.02
0.01

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

FRVS)

Ratio

._.
T

I I

0.952

n-....I....I....I....I....I....I....I....

515 =10 =50 é

lO 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


