[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

$0.45
2 04
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05F

efficiency

1.0

Ratio

-

0.95

[EnN
2
N
=
o
N

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

Ratio

0.950LL

l— W‘#l i l+l*+++=h+ =it

)
®

i

1072 107

1 . 0?
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

<4

DY
DQ
Efficiend —— B3

MKEIL_T1originar
mkFit_TTNEW
mKFit_TTNEW50
mkFit_TTNEW100

“"ﬂﬂﬂ:x Xf::mf’o

5¢¢+

..
T

%

=

s
:'—.4*'_—

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

n 0.05——
> Eoo
D(_J.045:— :
£ Eo
:,—)0.045— :
%.035F -
5 F
c 0.03----
@ F :
8.025F -+~
(] F :

0.02F-+-+-}-

0.015F -

0.01 -+ T
0.005E -++heesrieesesdeenenshoenidnnss R R

P S P P PO PO PO |
o : :
© r : : i ++
24 [ : : $L rl:
(| TR RE | R K FE -

095515 =16 5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.3

0.2

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.4

PN SN T T [N POV PO P
O W o
5 i |
Pl l“T#f*H’%Prﬁ -
09557215 -10 —5 0B 1o 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


