[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

§0.45
2 0.4
0.35]
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

efficiency

10

Ratio

LI

I ptt

Efficiend

~ 0.021

5\&:3
N

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

| R Tttt B

0.8 e —

S| IR SRR e

Ratio
P
iy

——

ST v || 4
! Hit | |1
[ +++#i¢+§+ +++++j++

02;¥Q}+ -------------------------------------
i 1 .......I EEETIT BT

i {I ___________

10*1

—=#— DQM_CKF_TT_base

—— DQM_mKFit_TT_base

018
016
014
012

e_E;cmacy_dgs \_@rt

0.01E

0.008

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

...........

..........

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4f-

I

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

0.006F
0.004
0.002

..........

o+
Rt

Ratio

0.9F----++ :

%235

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.02r

10

20 30

TP vert z (cm)

5
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

0.2~

0

Ratio
N
T
H
o
e

LS """ Hjﬁ’»uﬁﬂ + """"

ST R TV R R [ R “30
track ref. point z (cm)

-20

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8

e S e

R i A
0.5

0.4

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

0.3

0.2

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0
1.4

Ratio

10 15 20

5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


