[Effici

ency vs vertpos |

- 05
20.45
4
2 04
(8]
$0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15

ettic

0.1

0.05

AR AR RN LR RRRRN RN LRRRN LRARN LRRR

&

1.0

Ratio

0.95

H
o
k!

-

-

1072

Efficiend

~n 0.2
20.18

(2] n
>0.16F
>

LC) C
$0.14F
o L
£0.12F
(]

0.1
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F

0.02

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.950

l_ """ # {',Es.'dx&i::""ﬂ"'“%"""""'i """"""
L ¥ :
L w* :
L. sﬁ ............ ........................
Hi |
_+ ............ .........................
I
'___#______; ____________ e
LI
E |||§|11111LAAA.A I ...............
e
101

—=— DQM_mKFIt_T1original
—e— DQM_mkFit_TT_pL
—— DQM_mKFit_TT_pLW
—— DOQM_mkFit_TT pLW_IMP

Vs

Ratio

[y

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[Effici

ency vs.sim PV z |

~n 0.2

>
2 0.18f

£

50.16
20.14F
2 F
20.12F

@

[} o ' . H . H

0 T | g

5 E : + + : :
o.os_—--ht-:r ------- T AR A
0.06}... ’+?-+-?_¢-T¢'-:+-E”- $.+...*h.? .......
0.0af - T beeeens
0.022—+ ----- S SRR R MSRREE SRR

A S P T i i

o : ] :

@ i : : :

e HI[[f ‘ ’ 5
%5 -5 0 5 0 15 20

éim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

iy

0.95}

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

‘ ;
0.6+ hg Tt %}
g
T A RO - o
.
T TET TR
0951~ T =T — 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


