[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.05
9.045F
4
20.04F
(8]
$.035
[
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

Ratio

DQ
DQ
Efficiend —— B3
~ 0.05
9.045
4
20.04
oy
9,035
5]
£0.03
®
0.025
0.02
0.015

Ratio

A% S0 8 N o113

SN O S 1,

SN N1 T T T L 1

B B L L R
-20 10 20 30

| : 4
0.95 : :

AR AR RARRS RRRRN RARRIRARRN LARLE AL

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

L- | R At A
4 L . . .

g : . :

= [

Q - . . N

< N N 3

§ 0.8 oo e
6_ B . . .

s [

3t : : :

[ i A e pre
© . H N

3

S Y

F ‘“‘-ﬂ-‘““}‘} . | . N
0.2 e s o

Ratio

mkFit_TTNEW50
mkFit_TTNEW50:
mKFit_TTNEWS50.

<4

MKF_TTorngmar

-chi2
-dpdqg

Vs

o

I8
[’
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
50.045

£

=0.04
%.035
ey
20.03
@
8.025
(]
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

Jo| AP RN PP P |

Ratio

TP vert z (cm)

FRVS)

0.952

=
T
i
+

20 -15 -10 -5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N o P S S
0 L

> -

L N N N
S A S
Che

=} . . . . .

? r N N N N N

$ 0.6 e TR PR R PR PEREY D FETRERER
X - N N N : :

m . . . . .

3

(BL e I

R i

Ratio

0¥/ =20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~n 0.5

>
a 0.45
IS
5 04

\%
o
w
o

o
w

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

S T, L

0.25

o
=
(@)

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

take+duplicates rate vs
; o
N

©
i

D
T T T[T

=
T

-

L IEETEs

05215510 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


