[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

iy

RS AT RS

*

0.95

Ly 4 +
1T e E P "
LHM» TIF e ¢

+

10 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r
o o
[e2] o]

©
»

o
[N

1

<

o -
>
ad

Ratio
r
&

0.95

iy

T

iy
flt

g

102

l ii I

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

— _MKFI_TToriginal
—e— DOQM_mkFit_TTNEWHS-improved
—— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal-10i

—— DOM_mkFit_ TTNEWHSMS-improved

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Vs

[y

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

570 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

z
o
3

£0.45

w °
a_»

©
w

ake+duplicates
o

0.25

—

Ratio

o il
8 L. 8

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>
3 0.45

IS
5 04

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

©
N

0.15

take+duplicates rate vs

©
i

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


