[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

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

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

-
-

Ratio

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

l_'.,.--“*""' """" """"""

0.8

take+duplicates vs. r

T e S
) S P ——

7] SRR N S— A

Ratio

0.95

—=#— DQM_CKF_XiMinusNOPU_base

Efficienq —— pM_cKF_xiMinusNOPU_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epoch0

1.2

e

efticiency vs vert z

0.6

0.4

0.2

10

Ratio

0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

=
= =y
[T

I
QT

o

{ :

o "

I

e

(@]

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~n 0.2
>

Q. 0.18f
c o
7 0.16
£0.14f
oy o
c0.12F
O b o
O R KRy
0.06F
0.04F---- i :
Y7 SRS SRS M NN 3 08 N
10

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

efticie

Ratio

1.1

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

.z

1

0.8

tfake+duplicates vs

X ESRES S s o s S
S

R s s e e

Ratio

1 : J
il : : : N

0¥Pp =20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

I=--eereeemgi g e S — P

08
X S s

) e

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

e e e

Ratio

05215210 =50

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


