[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

] S B S A—

0.6

I

| SRS — — S—

efficiency vs vert r
TTTT
——
——

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

1072 10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

o
©
T

©
o2}
T

©
»
|

o
[N
T

| SETPCITYrELEPRRyyrOEIY PR ]

&

0.95

1072 107

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=#— DQM_CKF_XiMinusPU_base

Efficienq —— poMm_cKF_xiMinusPU_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epoch2

z
=
N

5 i

S L

(g 1__ .............................................. -

> [

S oal

o e e

£ N : : : : :

o L : : : : :
S R s S

e s e o

0.2f; R RRRRUIRE SE B S-EE 1
OJ_.\‘C-lll "&*...I....
£ :

X r
1_—<-~ ) 440
0.95/ 10 20 30

=3
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.1
>
a 0.09
IS
7 0.08
£0.07
z
c0.06
@
o
£0.05
5}
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

FRVS)

Ratio

N
I
H
3
b
*.
i
4+

051510 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

.z

take+duplicates vs

Ratio

1

©

©
T
i

o
2}
T

o
»
|
H

©

N
T
H

0.95
=3

-20 -10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

©

©
T
i

o
fe))
T

o
»
|

©
N

R e e 2 o L

0.952

20 -5 -0 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


