[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

0.5
20.45

tr

I
~

0.35

efficiency vs

o
w

0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

1Q

i

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

]

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.8

PURPPP S a—
R
B aane + -|-+

- +
:+"
0.2 --wmrmeeeee S SORELTEEPEIPRTPREPE-PERRE & (ERRE
o O : - et :
- C . ha -
© F H - -
m 1.5__'""""":"?""":'i’ """""""""""""
S AL e
E e
e . ol
0.5

1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

Efficiend

—e— lterl-Patatrack+CleanedTriplets-LSTBuild_lter2-LSTSeed-CKFBuild-CKFFit
—— [terl-Patatrack+CleanedTriplets-LSTBuild_Iter2-LSTSeed-MkFitBuild-CKFFit
—— lter1-Patatrack+CleanedTriplets-LSTBuild_lter2-L STSeed-MKkFitBuild-MKkFitFit

=
i )

o
o)

efficiency vs vert z

o
fe)

o
IS

Ratio

30

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

LI

Ratio

=

0.9
0.8

|
5]

Sim. PV z (cm)

. Z

fake+duplicates vs

Ratio

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

o o
o e e

n : ' : : e :
B s E LN,
I : PR R
C [ :
[k T S UL S
w
. L AL R
F Prauiinie : : :

0.1
o 0
I
o

0.8]

0.6

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

20 -15 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


