[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs vert r

Ratio

0.8

SN WU O
O P o e
05 N N

0 S VN S S—
0.3+ eereesioeen ™ ,.#_.: --------- s
O I b SR

1 NSRS S e

1072 10’1 1

b,

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

Ratio
~
T

0.95

—=— DQM_mkFit_TT_retrain-lowpt

Efficiend —— pQm_mkFit_TTold-lowpt

efficiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2

0.1

0.9
0.8H"
0z

0
1

:."“: “’5,:'-
= - Be® i LR R g
oo . . :u‘.
r : :
PP P SIS I S

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efticiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

s e e

00 NSRS SN JOU SRS SURIUE U SO SO

R S M e S .
odf
ot
o

R s e e o O

it
g
ey
T
=

10 s 610 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

e o o o
R e S SO S

0.5%

take+duplicates vs. z

04F -
o b
0
e

le-

L e i
0 9—*30}- *}}Ei{ﬂ}ﬂlﬁﬁmﬂjﬁ# +1&)H} : -20 30

1.05

Ratio

e
-o“'—!

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
N 0.2

e

0.952

5515 10—'5 5 é 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


