[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_

0.5

20.45

[
>
>

0.4

9
$0.35

ettic

Ratio

0.3

0.25

0.2

0.15

1

0.95

™ . -
Tt

o] o ] m
1T 14 I :

F E5dh T
o 1[4

1;-- 4 4 = +----
o +

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

| R [ P i
T
N S A4

0.6 ----errmrireeeees siwe - F -
-

take+duplicates vs. r
§
.

0.4f oo e SR

0.2

o
-—y
_.
fra
t
3
i

T BT
............. +’H‘+’ Bt

---------------- M

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

Ratio

0.

O
e

——
= T
——
— .

——

——

-

-

+

+

+

%

F

i

*

*
¥

0.8
1072 107

—=— DQM_CKF_TTbase

Efficiend —— DQM_CKF_TT_retrainOldFiles113
ICIeNd __,__ DQM_CKF_TT_retrainOldFiles125_v2

N

0.5

20.45

[
>
>

0.4

2
£0.35

ettici

Ratio

0.3

0.25

0.2

0.15

0.1

0.05

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

: ml':l
e

154 r
©
= -2

¢{ REREE RN

o
52

C
o

-20 -10 O 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
50.045

£

=0.04
%.035
3
20.03
@
8.025
(]
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005

Ratio

0

FRVS)

I
"
*

2 WO .

0.952

0 =15 -10 -5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

T

0.

take+duplicates vs. z

b
A !
IS i1 8 il
* .
*

R s s e e

O TR ARE TR

T A IR TR
§HHHH+3++ﬁH}ﬁJ{Hﬁ}f#}“f‘i&fﬂﬁH{é _f+.+++++.+w+w

Ratio
=
=
is*

0.

©O

°85 =20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

104

TITI[TTTT
r -

o N N N y

R |
oo Pttt
550 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


