[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 05
§0.45
2 0.4
0.35]

0.3
0.25

0.2
0.15

0.1
0.05

efficiency

Ratio

LA MU LR RARL

1.0

o

©

54
N

E .

Fovvnd 0 g Lt
n B U
1 4.4

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr
0.8

] S B S A—

| s
0.5 l

04 SR IL U -

0.3

take+duplicates vs. r

0.2

0.1

Ratio

—=— DQM_mkFit_XiMinusPU_retrain2-lowpt

Efficiend —— pQM_mkFit_xiMinusPUold-lowpt

N 0.5
R R e
w0 . . . . .

L R e e L L SR
> : : : : :

2 : : : : :

TRy T S S S
O Rt SIS UL SIS S
S S T S N S
02 it
0.15F------ +** ----- ----- Wi FRRETEEE
T

0.05F -+ '-----q,+--5 -------- R e
L»Of""&"“'""""""i'*'+

ettici

Ratio

0¥p =20 -10 0 10 20 30

(N

H
T
3

TP vert z (cm)

N 0.5
> T TUUUUSUUTTT VL SOUUTT T

s i S S e A A A
0 O N S A
LSS N S S
(0] S S PO AN SR S NS S

£
n

05215510 5 0 5 10 15 20

T
.- .
o ooy
i
b
T

Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

J__\‘C||||i||||I||||I||||I||||i||||

Ratio

5““1111111111””;
é““]nn;nl]””é

H
T

09/ —=20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

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

05215510 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


