[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vert r
0.8

o©
3

0.6

0.5

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

C SRR L 1 S

Ratio

1072 101 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cn%)

[—— D 'SIVI_TesT_CRF_FlfDeTault
—e— DQM_test_mkFitFit
AT —— DQM_test_mkFitFit_ noOL
Efficiend DOM_test_mkFitNOFit_retest
~ 0.5
= : : : : :
(3] - A A A
$0.45 : : : : :
Y . . . . .
2 04 prtrrrTrRTTTTeT prerTrrTTATTrTt [
g N . N N .
A S S S
R S S E L

R R S

effic

e Ry et e | 1 S

fake+duplicates vs. z

TS ISR RO URPRNS MRS SO S ]

&
Y

Y TUPRE AL 0 A APSTPINS AU /P Y IFUPRES EPFUPIP SPUelor U I SR
T r i T E : ] B :
hd I u o 1_— a0 2 annge b atpe ane - o
La - . B [+ .
1- - : - F E. ‘: “‘ A :-
C i 0-95F e+ ST 1 |
¥ oo : i

9935 =20 -10 0 10 20 30 30 —20 -10 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
N 0.7 T T T T T - - ~n 0.2
> O
80.09
£
=0.08
£0.07
oy
.50.06
o
£0.05
()
0.04
0.03
0.02F -+ : ; i : i
I

oFrc b o b b b b b s |
o LW T T 3
2 [ : HRg T
4 r ]

ST L

1+ T TR ARG

r T [T+ :

[ FHTHH

o +

0%55"15 10 5 0 5 10 15 20 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


