[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

- 05
20.45
2
2 04
(&)
$0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

0
il

ICI

effi

Ratio

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

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

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

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

0.9

0.8

=
o

RN R o A AR RRR R RRN LR RR LRl RARRN RARRN LARLE RRRRN AR

- =
- i e NN RTTY PR TN
H E e SR XA S S B O - R
5 41l
g AT
B +
- B R B I e
T4 4
T H

|
[N}

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

. S S e e

T ERSR — - —

fake+duplicates vs. r
%
<

0.6+ ﬁ#ﬁ*‘ﬁ ------------- ------------
NN T

3 : : :
0.2_""""": """""" Tt ottt

o] 0] ]

Ratio

0.95

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original-0

Efficiend —— DQM_TT_mkFit-DQM_mod-127
ICIeNd __,__ DQM_TT_ mkFit-DQM_mod_updated-127

~0.05
9.045
[d
£0.04
oy
9,035
‘©
£0.03
()
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

0
!

Ratio

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

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

0.9

0.8%

At
v

30 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
£0.009
B.008
9.007
>
B.006
R
$#.005
(]
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

Ratio

D

¢
frreTe

o
©
al

iy

o
©
TTTT

N

Sim. PV z (cm)

oo
T %
0.6 . +#H*)H

fake+duplicates vs. z

R e 4

s e e e

7 T TV U R TR T

o +OF
T r H :
ad L : d
e * i
0¥/ —=20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

R S S At S S S S
0.8
0.6

0.4

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

e e

10

Ratio

[N
=y B
FEEEEEE EEEE
& R
+ —+
+ L +

———

-20 =15 -10 -

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


