[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 0.2

L ]L% --------
N1 ST T T Frer RN . SN
390 S
0% S %*
o
g
0.04f ' :

0.02

10
LA i)
1:-4»-

E L4 L

0.9F- -} -

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

T T I T T
it N
——

Ratio

e
il

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

T
r

0.8k el
1072 107 1

fake+duplicates vs vert r

. S S e e {“

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

2

= DoMm 1T |
——— = DOM_mKFit_TT pLW
Efficiend " pSM mkFitTT pLW IMP

~ 0.5

Q4B herrer b
n N
> Q.4 -{--rrmrmmmmrre e
> .

< 0.35F-{-- 1+

9% 0 11 N R WS
ozsp| it i L
% 17 N N 1 01
oash LA+

‘jw#“
I dy:__:::_é_:_}::i;:]

-30 20 -10 O 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

C

efticie

Ratio

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~n 0.2
> : : : : : : :

T S R S S S S
IS Eo : : : : : :
e i S S A
£0.14f
& o
c0.12
e
O B S LRRE T RN
0.06F
0.04F

0.02F

efticie

Ratio
=

F N 0T = o 5
0.9F-----+--}- b -EE-HF -

08 Il T ; :
=2 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

%5320 =10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

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

>

8.0.45
0.4
20.35

Sim

o
w

0.25

©
N

uplicates rate

F0.15
0.1
0.05

take

0.8*

0 =15 -10 =5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


