[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

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

ettic

*s *+ .

| SO e g

0055 by p dibs s 4
G?_H#ﬁ#ﬁ. **”“ﬁf' # e

Bl B N R )
T4

oy

L - . HES
i SRR [ -] B
. . <+
0.95E . ) . .
.95

1072 107 1

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

0.2

l_ """""" ' """""" """" e

T ERSR — — - *

N )

9% SRR SO T

Ratio
r
&

| s L

e

i

+

ﬁ# ++++ #

?v
——

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

—=— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal

Efficiend —— pQm_mkFit_TTNEWnoMS-genMatch-CUT

N 0.5:
0.45F
4 E
> 0.4F
> o
LC) E
50.35E-
o - i
£ 0.3F 1
o F : :
0.25E {1 ;
0.2F 1t
0.15F {-f oo
O.3{H-t- foeen b B
SN | Y S i B
oo |- Mhyceopt
\Q:....i....#....i....l....i
T r i d
hd N 1
=1ttt -t it ‘ Hi1-:44-¢- 4 #4444
“¥™p =20 -10 0 10 20

=30

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.
>
2.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
o)
20.06,
@
(&}
£0.05
()
0.04
0.03

0.02

r 9
&5 2

Ratio

iy
IRRRRRERE}

o
©
al

o
©
TTTT

|
N

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

30
TP vert z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

0.

IIII'b IIII
.
—

e o o o
R e S SO T

01| SO SRR SORSIIC SO S

Ratio

-10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>
D—_0.45
€
D 0.4

20.35 ;
g ;

S 03 X
4 : : : :
=025 : : : :

5] . . . .

s 02 ; : : ;

=] : : : :
20.15F -+ o %
e E : : : :

o e e R poenendeeneed + e
O B ARt SITR SRS LS SRS
A S T P PO PUUTE PO P

2" : : +: : : :
] o : 3 : : : :
o [ : HEIE ++ ; I ;
AR i "H'H +++++H
0%5615 10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


