[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.8
0.7
0.6

0.5

efficiency vs ver

0.4

0.3

n

0.2

0.1

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

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

||!|lll ||||!||||!||||!|||‘_|.!_

[a) 1
g Y
I 1
o

2

e

bl

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr
~ 0.0]

)
.009
[V
%9.008
S
8.007
©
$.006
X
$H.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

QE

Ratio

Efficiend

—— R R el P T TP o ato 1p0

—_ —piIX€|CBETEmP(Al G areTp—sieps_ | {o e{a
—— PeMpixe|cbETemblatectichiSdnaren-Stehs—hiTtasneta
— —pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare30—step2—| {o e{a

z
c e o
o N

o

efficiency vs vert
6]

€
e
e
e

30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.8

c o ©
5 NN NN

o

efficiency vs Sim. PV
Iy

©o o
N W

..... A,

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.01

>
0.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006

%) .
%.005_
o F :
B.004F - wcberenses e b
=} E .
'ﬁ.oog;— ----------------------- P P PTs FEPPED
f@,ooz;— ------ e H b P LRI
O SETCRRt SUSTRE SRR
R e e e e ——
s P
c f : : :
(T SIS NN IR MR S A
%0 =40 20 0 20 40 60

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


