[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
-~ 0.5

20.45
2

2 04
(&)

$0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15 i
0.1 fonenes oo -
0.05f----w-seseiemeeeeens A JEN

effici

T i
.9 J.G 1 II4.II. 11 IIIIII. L1
¢ L T NS E?" .......................
r 12 [

1.1

MR
n

1

107 1

=
2
N

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+

duplicates vs vert r

fake+duplicates vs. r

l_ """""" [ P e

o
o
I T T

o
(o]
I T T
LN
w

B A

0.95

Ratio
-
o &
]
Lo
+

il L
- L]
i 1T]:

4

i

0 >,

0.9d
1072

—=— DQM_TT _original

Efficiend

—e— DQM_TT__mod_modelsdeep_truthfinal_reg_modelTEST-24
—— DQM_TT__mod_modelsdeep_somethingbetter

~ 0.5
20.45

+

T

Wl

-20 -10 0 10

20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
£0.045
£
50.04
9.035
3
20.03
k)
9.025
[J]
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005

10

Ratio

Laf-e-

iy

510

|
N

15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z
©c o o o
[¢)] o)) ~J [ee]

T TT®T I TTTT I

©
»

o
w
I
tme
=

o
——

—
b—e———
_—

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5

T
"
UScorrenooes

0.952

20 =15 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


