[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

= O ; ; : ¢ oo I SRS
£0.09F i SRR AR e > F 5 : :
F . . . [%] . . .

2 0.08E e T RN 2 T : : =
3 F 5 5 : go : ; :
L o [ e g
O R S e %

O S SRas UELRE e 8

0.04F -+ froseenenees SN R, AR e

0 R TR —

0.02F- ; 1)

0.0

"

o]
A~

Ratio
Ratio

3

2F-

1 -f ---

"W‘F"I"""'|
T

2

=
2
N

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

—— DOM CKF TTharPU
— |« DOM_mKFit_TTbarPU
Efficiend __,__ poM_mkFit_TTbarPU-clonerfix
N 0.5
045
(2]
> 04
>
e
£0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05]
0

ettici
take+duplicates vs. z

R s s e e

Ratio
Ratio

[y

H

0.5}

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

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.021 0.8

0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4

0.3

0.2

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z
IIIII IIIIIIIII!IIIIIIIIIIIIII
—+—

*

N

3

£

S

R e e e s O

NP I PP I PP P PP
R T S S

Ratio

U A s A . 1Y 0

-20-15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


