[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
~ 0.8

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

efficiency vs ver
o
()]

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

O S STTT

o J—-‘-G- s L
5 I

s R SR

o
©
a

[EnN
2
N
=
o
N

1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

| R S EEEEEREERES

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

o
©
T

©
o2}
T

fake+duplicates vs. r

o
D
I T
gy

o
[N
T

—=— DQM_IT__ongmnalREDO
—e— DQM_TT__signal_option0

— - DOM_TT__signal_optionl
Efficienq —— DOM_TT__signal_option2

~ 0.8

©
~
I

efficiency vs ver
o
(o]

o o
B [¢)]
UL TTTT
I I
e
=

0.15— """ i' """" ++¢ --------

....... ﬁ}w%l ........

=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

o
w
[T
=
. ...—ro—
el

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.8

©
o
I

o
o))

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

efficiency vs Sim. PV
o
[¢2]
! TTTT I

o
N

|
o

©
w
T

©
N
T

©
s
|

Ratio

1

]
;
;
_}_
— .
i+

0857215 210 =5 0

Sim. PV z (cm)

icates
o
D

ake-+dupl
o
w

£20.25
0.2
0.15

0.05

[T APATETETE IFUPETAT AT
i) }!!I1|||J‘|| _______ L
[
930 “10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio

[y

0.95

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

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

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

o o
e
g N oW

fake+duplicates rate

©

H 1 : : g :
=] 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


