[ Efficien

cy vs vertpos |

l_

0.8

0.6

etticiency vs vert r

0.4

0.2

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

ol vl ] A
o +W .
2 t :
5 r :
o L ;
;% PUES TS DU G
[ T+

0.95

1072

Efficiend

0.8

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 05
@
>0.45

©
»

ake+dupllcates
©
O w
w

+0.25

[y

i

1o2

107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=#— DQM_CKF_XiMinusPU_base

—— DQM_CKF_XiMinusPU_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epoch4

0.7

0.6

0.5

efticiency vs vert z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Vs

Ratio
N

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

0.1

. ] ..... ¥ +++++-*+++*-++}++

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

Ratio

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N 1
%)
>
(2]
9
S 0.8
Iy
>S5
3
o 0.6
X
[o]
8

o
»

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

-20

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.
>
2.0.09
£
70.08
20.07
o
T 0.06
@
£0.05
Q
50.04
=}
$0.03
g
©0.02
0.0

0

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

FRVS)

Ratio
N
T

o
©
al

o
©

e
+

|
N
(=]

|
[6,]

|
=
(@]

S50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


