[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficien

|

efficiency vs vert z

Ratio

]

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

e

4+

-

0.95

107 1

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

]

0.8

0.4

0.2

||||+||||

w%w% ------------- —

0.95!

1o*1 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

_test_mkFitFit_retest
test_mKkFitNOFit_retest

0.4

o
(S

A

J“\G-}lll'rlll'|||||||||||||||||||
i - :
144 !,er{I:“uﬂw{H,l%ﬂ‘ RS

o
18
i

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

—10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.4

0.2

=

%55

100 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

15 10 5 0 5

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

LWnf....l..".’.l....l....l...i....
Eo el
L A Ee) e | [

[ : || : |
-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

Pap : : :
...I'..’..I....I....I....I....I.

=

[ ;;tfll‘ff -|'||

0956215 ~10 -'5 c') 3

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


