[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
= 0.05

9.045
2
2.0.04
(8]
@.035
=]
$0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005F i : $
G=*'p-«+.r~...r~ I s

9 LU ) N -+ . -+

= o . . :

&u 1.05F T T
P 44 [
o +

0.95 : :
1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cn%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

]

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

.0k
1.0+

0.95FH-
0.8

il Hh‘ mrr"ﬂ'"

1072 107 1

track ref. pomt r (cn%)

—— DQM_CKFFit_1000evt

e —— DQM_CKFREFi(_1000evt
Efficiend _._ pom NOTESTCKF 1000evt

~ 0. : : : : :
B0
" : : : : :

20.08------ AR R i P
> : : : : :

2 ... PR U PR SO PR,
.90'07 : : : : :

£0.06
)

0.05,
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

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

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

1.0

Ratio

o
©
4]

T T[T [T T I [T T[T T[T [ TT T TTTT]

-20 -10 O 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

12
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.0

n>c_).009
5.008
‘:’é 007,
E) 006
§.§) 005,
"0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001
0

o F - - -
= I . T 41|
© | B R R e e = = = =
et EL
0.9 : he hi Ha 6 N i SRR
r . . +
L + v
o

0855215 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.2

0%3° 20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.2

=

095615 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


