[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

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

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

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

e

1.0

Ratio

b LR RRR L AR LN RA LR RRRR RARRN LARLE RRRLN LRR)

0.95

1072

Efficiend

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+

duplicates vs vert r

L- | R TTTTTTTreote P -
4 L . . .

% : : :

> I

Q - . . N

< N N 3

R oo e
6_ B . . .

s [

st : : :

© 06 s e
©

s

[y %
04y gl R —

Ratio
N
=
2

0.95

MKFIT

—=— DQM_] —T11original
—e— DQM_mkFit_TT_pL
—— DQM_mKFit_TT_pLW
—— DOQM_mkFit_TT pLW_IMP

~ 0.02

EHHCIRRCY S 8T

018F
016F
014F
012F
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F
L OF

Ratio
N

0.95!

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045
=
=0.04
%.035
ey
20.03
@
8.025
(]

0.02
0.015

0.01

0.005

0

FRVS)

Ratio

1

I
A

-

0.952

0 =15 =10 -5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2

2.

YR S

1| AU SR U SUPUNS SR SO

Ratio
N

-
n E&

o

0.95

-10 O 10 20 30
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

o
oo
o1 N

take+duplicates rate vs

©
i

0.05]

Ratio

1

T
i

0.952

0 =15 =10 -5

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


