[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

efficiency vs vert r

0.3

0.2

(1) SRR R Lk

X SRR S S
0.6 b
X S s S s

| SRS — — -

s : * 4ty
H gt _Tatgn ¥
o +0f M b
5 | é :
g 4 11 |
- ;| ||||| .
0.954

1072 107 1

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

+

0.95

101

—=#— DQM_CKF_TT_base_noSel

Efficiend

—— DQM_CKF_TT_baseT125_noSel

0.8

0.6

0.5

efticiency vs vert z

0.4

0.3

0.2 4
0. g
T . ]
o;.\,O"""'h""""r""i""
g
o
1849 - -$95 Mt T

-20 -10 0 10 20

30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.1

N N
U S SR S

£

£ 0.05F 51
) H H
0.04F -+ {4
0.03F-----1-#-
0.02
0.01

L At S
2007w e
> : : : : : :
€ 0.06F -5 ofi-meo-s e Freeeieeees e :
2 : N

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

J__Uo'uuuuluun L

Ratio

._.
T

0.952

ON® S,

0 =15 -10 -5 0

5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

0.95}

=3

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.952

0 =15 =10 =5 0

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


