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

Y SR S S— —

2 : : :
O A cr

O S
§0.35F oo SRREEE e

RN

0.25F 4} o s [
O 25 TLR i oo e 0.4f-eeeresbreees e e

L V0 W S S S

o : : : :
PRI .. 7 BT Al e ]

HRES

i e

ettic
take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

l

Ratio

T
i
+
3
+
e
e
i
+
3

+ e

0.95

: 0.95
1072 10 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

—=— DQM_mkFit_TT_retrain-lowpt

Efficiend —— pQm_mkFit_TTold-lowpt

N 0.2 —
o Rl :
[ E . 1 .
> =------ EEEEEE JIR R R PEERE. ¢ 31 | SRR FEEEEEEE
2 0.16F RIS :
LC) o . b . . .
A S A S I A

g T

take+duplicates vs. z

o E : : : : - : : : : :
£0.120 Feseeeededi P oo Peeeeees 0.6 PN R Breeneendensenns SR

]

L s O T N s
e R L e N TH A e
NPV L N N P S SO U O SO S
002:_L+ . . . . . .
ot

1.05

Ratio

Ratio
-
E

1

20 30 90 =20 =10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

0.95!

W
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
N 0.5
= T TUUUUSUUTTT VL SOUUTT T
s i S S e A A A
1S : R SRS RO N

g QA r
£0.35 - -Fe e
03 bbb
o UL TUUUTE UV SYTUT TTUTT T
U e s A A SRR
5 T
0.2 i F 17 S A i

0.15F- -+ Fdmemmns® SR S 00
0o L b

1_' """ T o """ P

I S S U S

lency

X S s

) e

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

e e e

Ratio
Ratio

iy

i

510 15 20 0 =15 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


