[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr
- 05
%)

> 0.45

©
»

ake+dupllcates
©
O w
w

002 + ------ +it ----- ------------ 0.05

+i.+.4|++ ...*Hw,i. ..*.....! PR

s

—

H —4

pp—
Ratio
—
a1

L B R - o SRR RN R RRR R RARRN RARR LARLE RRRLN LRRR

10 0? 1072
TP vertr (cr%)

—— DOM CKF SoRQCD
— |~ DOM mkFit_softQcD

Efficiend _,_ oM _mkFit_softQCD-newTr2

N 0.2

C TR | o e o S
80.18F A : : : :
o E ) L : : : : :
> — - H . H . .
5“0'16: g 08t e p
§0-14F s b : : : :
£0.12F X USROS SUURUURS URUON SRUNUUNN SUSRU: SO
o E X L : : : : :
0.1~ s L : : : : :
0.08F 0.4k oo e
0.06 3 : : : : :
0.04F 0.2 L PRRT SERTRES
0.02F A W#ﬂ *ﬁ#“
3 Of:‘“—-'-r-u
o O o O - ;
s g .
™ osf- o e I i h 0 S0 | AR
L (| SRRPRRN S i AT
08| T h Al 0.8+t l ‘ St (500 ||
-20 -10 0 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 0

|
w
o

20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8 T T T T T T T ~ 0.2

) e
O

ol B
e

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

ok ik
AL TP ISP R A B O RPN P

Qe

Ratio
Ratio

201510 5 0 B 10 15 20 s [V - A TV
Slm. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


