[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

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

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

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

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 0.2
%)

>0 18
CUO 16
C10.14

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

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

0.12

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

fake+du

o,-.E

—a— LU IVI_UI dli_S(E]

_._DMm it_sTe, aselnewem
—— DQMT nI ste 2‘tta sel ewgeom
—_— B M a sel new

lLUdI TaSE-TTEWgEUTTT

n g ﬂm
pixefC nerlc step2 ttbar-phasel-newgeom

~ 0.8

5 _F : ? ?

> 0.7 BRRRE R EEREEREE FRRRERERFEREER] BN FRRREERN

) _ . . .

z o : : :

3 06_—"" L AT P I P

c L . . .

@ o :

(&) I Y T

= 0'5: :

o E !
0.4F - f-aethfreaemmr bbb
O CASITIRT IO | SRR
0.2F - -op el
o3| SRR R AR T R SRR

.QL.\‘Ofllllillli ‘ METEN AT A AT

I E i i

o 1:— ----- 22044 N
0.95F----F-4- 4 U TERHEHAALE - AF 2o
%3520 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~n0.02

c>9.018
Ho16
% 014
?é 012
£ 2 0.01F

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

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

0.008F
0.006F PR
0.004F RN

0.002F

Ratio

-

0.95F--- 4} -1+

o

16"8 6 -4 =2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

.Z

fake+duplicates vs

e o
e S
X s s oo

IR S

&

Ratio

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
20.07
o
©0.06
3
£0.05
L
=0.04
=]
$0.03
e
©0.02

Ratio

5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


