[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

20.45
4
2 04
(8]
$0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

ettic

10
1.2
1.
il

Ratio

- | g =t

T O TR T T [ TP T[T T [T [T [ TT T[T T[T [TTTT 17T
N g v
"

0.9E
1072

02
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

0.8

a7—-~~~~€
06—-~~~~€
0.5F oo
03

0.

N

III
b .
_ T

g
—
o
-.ﬁ-j:

o
+ -

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

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

oqéi ------- T~§-

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

Efficiend

'éwteIL S
aujt-re?fsz
aultNEWTOLDSAMPLE-relf2

~ 0.1
20.09
n
>0.08
>
2
90'07
3]
£ 0.06
(]
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02

Ratio

0.00E-----F--- itk oot e

Foovulpn oy JUM

7 SN SN 1 |1

PN 1 11 00—

1-— ------- .:-----=>- : G O (-
-20 -10

~ 0.02

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

8
o
s
o]
T

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8+t
0.6

0.4

0.2~

0

N
TTTTTTTT

15

iy

g
e

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

ot b

0.3

0.2+

e
T ACLEEXT
+ +

0.0k {f

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

0

1.5p---- b

: k + 1
i LA
gt H Ft§£g3$ér1 """"""""

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


