[Effici

ency vs vertpos |

-~ 05
20.45

g
2 04

(8]
§0.35
Q
£ 03

|
O J..\G ] E
o 4 :
5 i :
o 1 B
e 75 1
I
g

Efficiend

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

Ratio

—=— DQN_MmKFIT_TTorigina
—«— DOM_mKFit_TTNEWHS

—— DQM_mKFit_TTNEWHS-dpdq
—— DQM_mKFit_ TTNEWHS-chi2

~ 0.1

$0.09
(2]
>0.08
>
2
§0.07
o
£0.06
(]
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.01 -t

Vs

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

...........

...........

...........

Ratio

H
T
H
¥

4

bl - S G

0.95!

10

20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[Effici

ency vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.02

> F :
B,018f v beereedenn b
1YV T: RORE SRR R W
D.014F e
> F :
Y0 H ) R SO N O
! E :
o - : :
S 0.0t + ...............
o E : :
0.008F1-- 1.4} ﬁ ++
0.006F|--FJ:H:--F-i-L-- %
0.004FF--{-h--veen- e :
0.002fEf 43
n:. | [ | i

9 L. ! !
E 1 11t
o [

B9 5 05 10

éim.

15 20
PV z (cm)

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2

2.

- ey T e R -
DR e, 1 et
. ™ :

Ratio
N

Ll
R LA

0.95}

=30

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

I & {:-wc?“"ﬂmwgﬁm +¢'¢'+
L . . &=

Ratio

0.952

0 =15 =10 =5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


