[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 0.05
9.045
2
2.0.04
(8]
@.035
=]
$0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

&

RN L LR LN AR RRRRE LA RD LLRRY LRRRN LRRR

o 1.0
5|
o i
1;:|Hr -------------
0.954

1072

Efficiend

101

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

=

0.8

0.6

0.4~

0.2

I N

e

LB L L I LI B

&

| s i e ] |
-+ --T

-

0.95
1072

0™ 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

M
M_test_mkFitFit_retest
M_test_mkFitNOFit_retest

~ 0.0
9.009
[]
%.008
>
(8]
9.007
S
9.006
[&]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

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

1.0

Ratio

o

19

o
o

-20

0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

10

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.07
>
20.009
5.008
$.007
>
_a_‘:j).oos
9.005
[J]
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

0

.U

Ratio

iy

%901

510 -5

0

5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

Lwnuuuu!uuuu!uu } |!||||!||||
F i B
1 i nqr?nn i
4 1

055

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

T T T[T

1.0 *
=== |:
1 B B R O L LT
NN iy 1
H L5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


