[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

0.8

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0

iy

mﬁﬂw """ -

0.2F

R It S
s S e S S
5 R IC i
N Mt:“"“"”'*:&t """" S
0.4 --ebeeenes *, : t :

e e

oo o | b v J v o Jg o By
1F------ UL L cnooencmesssosoadb P .

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

- ____________ ____________

Y
:y§“¢ﬁﬂ¢**

Ratio

1.1

.0F

TR T
P
o v
+:
'-.-#‘_
i
o +

=
2
N

107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=— DQM_CKF_TT_retrain

—— DQM_mkFit_TT_retrain

L

20
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efticiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

30

O e S
e e TN IR o e
E : : : : Dok
0.5f - Jr %W:.:#

: sﬁ:* Lt
o D A #
R iE S SEE S S S S

e

N

Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2

10

Ratio

1.

-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>
D—_0.45
€
D 0.4

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

©
N

0.15

take+duplicates rate vs

©
i

0.05]

10
1.2

Ratio

1.1

1_

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


