[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 0.2

. S S e e

[ : : : j
] SR B S "L

fake+duplicates vs. r

06—,@? """" P

e

0.2k o S— A

Ly .! PEEPEITH BT TTTT B m J‘GE j;”iill PEEPTITY - .......! L

—9—.;—....

N
o
i a
ILIlelllll TT
4
T .
T — h
= t
+ 0
+ -
=
+-
i)
CAEET,
=¥
M
»
+
+

"—*—'T
Ratio
B
o
= a
s 3
*
_.{k_.
—4—0—:'

’_l- 0.95

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

—=— DQM_IT__orniginal_noPU
—e— DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxEff_PU

ici —— DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxHits_PU
Efficiend —— DOM_TT__paretofrontMinFR_PU
~ 0.5

$0.45
)

> 0.4F

0 35f-
0.3

0.25[

ok 5 il |TT

107 1

=
2
N

efficienc
fake+duplicates vs. z

0.2

0.155 [

U4 0 R TR SO S
005;_ : . . . . .

la||||i||||I||||I||||I||||i||||

i

=
(@)

1.05H "

ogég : ||H|J| |H” _ |||l'|. II

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

Ratio

[y

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~n0.05 ~ 0.8
2.045
Eo.04
$.035
CO 03]
;@ 025

0.02
0.015

0.01

0.005

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV

Ratio
Ratio

AT : L ;
20 15 10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


