[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_
+—
=

$0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

.0

1.2

Ratio

Efficiend

efficiency vs vert z

0.1
£0.09
2
2.0.08
2
©0.07
o

1.1

1072

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

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

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

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

L*

=

T O T T T [T [T T T[T [ T [TT T[T e

BE o =

107 1

10 0
TP vertr (cn%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

fake+duplicates vs. r

ol— ]

o ;

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

o ESSS S 5

Rl |

I A 5

Ratio

,.

g
-
-
—

—=— DQM_CKFFit_1000evt
—e— DQM_CKFREFit_1000evt
—— DQM_NOTESTCKF_1000evt

'8: : :

6 N N W 1
9 NN IR N N W 1
AL O U O W
04;—--5 ------------------------- E. ......
ook 1
0.2f il -
7 00 11 SRR SURRRO 0 SO
0NN A S
1.055— ----- it N .
£l
0% T30 -10 0 10 20

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
80.045

S

50.04
‘:’é 035
co 03
§.§) 025

0.02
0.015
0.0 :
0.008F -+ -1-it - 1
L Ofs]

Ratio

N

|
N et
o

H
TTTTT[TrTT

o

10
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 5

15 20

30

fake+duplicates vs. z

L

r\||||I||||I||||I||||I||||I||||

Ratio

gl

: | LU 'T'ﬂlm ;

0935720

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.5
>

8 0.45
£

7] 0.4
£0.35
0.3

o
© N
N O

o

o 9 Pk
= Ol

fake+duplicates rate

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

05



	Contents
	Page 1


