[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

§ 1‘+ """""" T o
2 LT Hpeee, s
% 0-8_‘+"+"""'§'”'+'+;;+"§' """""" o
s | s % s
T 0.6t Freeeeeeees ARRAEEAARAES
[ . §++ .
e R VRN SR
X . . + .
0.2 wermeeeiieses s P #eee
o aBrd i .*!".'.«
¢ | |\||||||§||u|||||||\ Il
zl\llllllgll”"'”ll\ \
107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

1

o
©

©
o2}

©
»

iy

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

—=— DQM_CKF_TT_base_noSel
—e— DQM_CKF_TT_retrainOldFiles113_noSel

Efficiend

—— DQM_CKF_TT_retrainOldFiles125_noSel

efticiency vs vert z

S EE I et I S S
T
oo B
o S \ :

0.2+ ke

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

o e :

S :

o 1-_ ....... ||||“l::::::::lll|l| "
111

0%/ -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

0.8~

0.6

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.2~

1—"":"""5 """ T

*n'-r e inw ++ﬂ++

Ratio

50510 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

N

9
>

ake+dupllcates

Ratio

0.5
0.45

o
© w @
w O

£0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
Vel

iy

||llluulll||||§

0.95

20 30
point z (cm)

-10 0 10
track ref.

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N
>
o

E
7]

VS

Ratio

take+duplicates rate

0.5
0.45
0.4

o
© w
w_a

0.25

o
o kB 2
b 0N

0.05]

09557215 <10

50 5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


