[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
~ 0.5

Y R S S—
g E : : :
S 04 Proseeeeeees Freeneneeeed AR
g E : : :
B 0.35F e [ERAAERRAEE P ARRREERAR R
o E : : :
T 0.3 B R SRERIEEES

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

=

fake+duplicates vs. r

~ 0.5
$0.45
0

2 04
CO 35
0.3

efficie

o WL
g !
A | 01 e e 1
11 =+ “_“::]] T]]TT]]TITTTIIITTT‘”]” "“[
1072 10" 1 10 0? 1o 101 1 10. 0?
TP vertr (cm track ref. point r (cm
8M _origmal_originalvector_ TO00evt
— DQM piteds 100000t
@ DOM_fit_nocpe_1000evt
N | L LT TE TR PR E PR
0 L
................................................ >
- L
4 L
IS
Q
a
>
©
+
Q
x
8

o
|||3|‘|'Tm‘|||

I & e —
||||||||||||||||||||||||I||||

935" 20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

L

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.05
>
00.045,
£
50.04
‘:’é 035
CO 03
3) 025
0.02
0.015
0.0%----r--1+i : : : :
e

Y’ - FUUN PN FUUTN FUUTA FRUTN FUUT
= F 5 H
< r : : :
e I | [[H |; H
1_—- -01:-"?? a amiACoa R EGE A

095215 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.2~

Ratio

-20 -10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

=
TTTT [T T

%55

215 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


