[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

20.45
(2]

Z 04

0.35
0.3

0.25
0.2

0.15

s S T S

0.0BF-+-eeeeviege fron ;
bl LI L

e

1072 107 1

efficiency

Ratio

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

0.

N

. SR S P P
Y| A -
11 ESS -

0|

. 2|’+*g .}+++ ++i+.... .

+ ++++‘+

(o)

. N
T T T T T
_L¢_

pen o oo o

—=— DQMstep3 ZToEE_CKF
—e— DQMstep3_ZToEE_default
—+— DQMstep3_ZToEE_defaultNEWT

~ 0.5
20.45
n
> 04
>
2
$0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

ettici

Ratio

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.0%

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8[ e}

0.6f—------+-H

0.2F el

ot

I "+++++

| ?++

++ A
.4.*1... . .
++H*¢ﬁ .
+:+ :

i

—10 0

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N
>
oo
E
2l

\%
o

take+duplicates rate vs

Ratio

0.

©

0.5
.45
0.4

© w
w_a

25|

o kB 2
b 0N

...

NT
(=]
N
[ EEETE PP FEP
(6)]
A
=
o

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


