[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

Ratio etticiency vs vert r

efticiency vs vert z

R [ ; e P U g
r : : > i : T -
effy T g [ T
O s SREMIEREE REREEREE § 0.8
[ e s [ oS
+ : - . :
[ Y T o6b...m.m 5
) R SR RRRIL SOF oo G 0.6 Freeeenn
3 : < 3 - :
- +E = B - -
04_ """""""""""""""""""""""" :}++++ 04_" """""""""" " """""""""""""
[ + 4+ [a :
0.2 reerrederme s +- 020 weermeieeneenees o
LUl T T 1 o LUl T : :
A e oo et 1 = ]
& |||||l;lllllllul;lll|| ; e : -
1
095'2 ; - ; ' , 095'2 : - ; ,
10° 10™ 1 10 0 10° 10™ 10 0
TP vertr (cr%) track ref. point r (cn%)
—=— DQM_CKF_TT_base_noSel
— —e— DQM_CKF_TT_retrainOldFiles113_noSel
Efficiend ., poM_ckF_TT retrainOldFiles125_nosel
1 N EEEETEEESERRIEEE P ST T
2 Prennayaguenss ™, | : i
I r : P! : - :
i) r : " : : :
0.8 i S Wi e S
s [ : : :
g | = .
0.6 § 0Bt Wb b
s [ = .
0.4 0‘4__ .................... '-'-?-3' ......................

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.2

[T—

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-20 -10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6~

0.4

0.2~

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

0.2

2.

0.95}

=3

20 30
point z (cm)

-20 -10 0 10
track ref.

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.3

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


