[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.02

Efficiend

~ 0.05 .
9.045F - eeen
4 : :
>0.04------ eeeanes
oy : :
D .035F------eeeod
5 ; :
£ 0.03F - t-eeni
[} : :
0.025F------ Peeeeens

0.02F -+ rieeenees :
0.015F------ .......

0.02------ f ......
0,005 -+ -+ -F-1

0
15F------- Froeees

Ratio

o
o
o
D
W TTI[TI [T [T

=
o
T

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

l_ """"" '“":' """""" """"""

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

iy

D
TTT T T TR T T

0.95

4
v
e
—
-

=
2
N

101

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

OB e
- E E
T --: ---------- . -‘lh ------------
<
: -
L
G 1 11 IIIIII L s
i : 1
B -+
i R e . e
1072 107" 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cm
= B T e et
—— DOM™m Ft:TT*ﬂanU ate-gystErr
—— DOM—mKFit_TT_JanUpdate-bothErr

S
e
T

: ]
. [ E

. 3
il +.*+.+i.
A |
: & SERCETRCREES
10 0

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
50.009
5008
%.007
>
3.006
(3]
£.005
()
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}
.0

Ratio

1.

|
=y
O .

&
T

..........

..........

3
T

..........

&
i

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

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

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

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

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

!

o el

.
i

e
[ ———

S il
[ == .
et

iy

20
. PV z(cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.95

-10 0

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.3

q

0.6

(O] EREEPEEE SR PRTEREE

-10-8 -6 4 2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


