[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

o
N
R L AR RN RN R R AR AT L RS LR AR LRRRN LRLR

0.95

102 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

—=— DQM_mkFit_TT_retrain-lowpt

Efficiend —— pQm_mkFit_TTold-lowpt

~ 0.5
20.45
n

> 04
>

2
$0.35
0.3

0.25]
0.2

0.15

ettici

S o e e
0.0 tfrrohd e

’f++‘H+ : :+++

Vs

Ratio
N

0.95!

30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5

P
o
S
]

0.3

efticiency vs Sim.

D
TT T T TTTT

SN T
(RN L

05215510 5 0 5 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

N A A TP
v L

> -

O N U VTN S

SR A S S S
= i : : : : :

=] : : : : :

o I : : : : :

& o6 Ty IO N R
X - . . . . .

o | : : : : :

R RIS S S

7 ERNURE RRON SRS SR LR R

||||11111§11111||||

5||||“I”E”I”||||E
0.95} ; : ;

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

Ratio

iy
TTTT] T

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
N 0.
>
2 0.09
IS
=0.08
£0.07
L
©0.06
4
£0.05
e
50.04
>
F0.03
S
$0.02

0.0

F il |§||111511111511|||§|
1
SR A

05215510 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


