[ Effici

ency vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

0.6

efficiency vs vert r

2 : :
Lt ¥ e :
:..f..f...;..ftff.*.ffq.} .........................

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

Efficiend

0

101 1 10 0
TP vertr (cn%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

F
0.8
0.6
0.4

0.2

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

T
¥
(]
ﬁ%

—=— DQM_test_CKFFitDefault
—e— DQM_test_doubleFit_noOL
—— DQM_test_mkFitFit_noOL

o

o
]

efficiency vs vert z
© o o o o
N w D [6)] [e)]

©
s
I

Ratio
&

uilll||

L

'?'II|

}‘“lué..

%50

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Effici

ency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.8

efficiency vs Sim. PV
o ©c o o
w (] [e2] ~

o
[N}

0.1

o
>
I

Ratio

i
T

055" 15 =10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8~

0.6~

0.4~

fa) HY

b

0.95]

=
WS
=}

-20 0 10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~0.021
> C
0o.018f
H.016F
9.014F
8 E
©.012F
8 o
£ 0.0

[S] L
®.008F
=}

=

%55

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

15 210 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


