[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr
- 05

20.45
4
2 04
(8]
$0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

| R ' """""" P e

o
(o)
I T T T
e
T
——

ettic

o
(o]
!

“iﬁ

take+duplicates vs. r

o
N
I

1.0

Ratio

0.95fF |

H.
L
.
H
.
H
:
i
)
Ll
M
¢
4
)
)
T
-
.
n
B
1
T
T T
..—.Q.T.E..
=
R
.|
——
-+
+
=t
=
e

0.95L : H
1072 10 1

0.9E
1072 107

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

—=#— DQM_CKF_XiMinusPU_base

Efficienq —— poMm_cKF_xiMinusPU_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epoch3
N 1.2
o

] N

o
]

o
&)

o
Illlmlll
3

i

etticiency vs ver
tfake+duplicates vs

©
»

©
w
T

©
[N
T

- o
D
L I L I L I LU

=)
J

S 111 8 T U e Y
0-9_5350 —éo —io 0 1:0 2:0 30 Ofl*ijHm 0 HwHHHiHWQiH “hEO

TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.1 T T T T T T T ~ 0.8
% 0.09
IS
=0.08
£0.07
3
< 0.06
[©]
o
20.05
5]
0.04

©
o
I

7 A A e

04_%*‘ ...... RNE . S

T

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV

0.03 R T N
0.2 ---wrrmrertirenes AR R A e oo
0.02 F : : : : : : :

0,01 R SO R S Sl S S

1.0

T T T[T
D
TTT T T

Ratio
Ratio

N1 6 O Y L5

0.95 015 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20

>
S —
+

X050 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


