[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.05

Q.04 P
4 E : : 1
>\0.04:—"""""3 """""" -' """"""""""""
(8] F . .

®.035F i P g
S E :

50.035—----------: ------------ SRR | IR

0.02BF-++e+seesfenrenieenes oo

0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

0
1.4

Ratio

1.2

iy

Efficiend

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

o A g T
L ]

LL]4 : .

I T+ . . .

.| : gt g g 0 gl
1_ H d # T Tvie R 4

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

—s=— DQM_mkFit_baseline_lowPT
—e— DQM_mkKFit_baseline6iter_lowPT

—— DQM_mkFit_TT_RetrainV2_WP1_6iter_ep3_lowPT

018

eHCIERCYYS &
O O O <
[ Qe G
N DN o

o
o

rnz
g
Q =
o =g
t 8

o
ol&n
o

CHIH Y A
OF i P PR Y I PRI O | PO A PR
20 10 0 10 20 30

~ 0.02

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

.
T

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

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

ik
T

:(5 [T T[T T[T [ TP TTT[ T[T [TTTI[TTT]

e
5 0 5 10 1 20

. PV z(cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

0.95

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1

05215210 =50

iy

Rl

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


