[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.2

20.18F
‘g o
2 0.16F
O -
§0.14F
[ o
£0.12F
0.1F
0.08F

0.06
0.04
0.02

10Q

Ratio
P
=

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

[t i 5
0.6—#*;-----? ------------ e o

3 : : :
04— """""" ‘ """""" """"""

7] SRR N S— A

|

0.95

—=— DQM_mkFit_TTbhase

Efficiend —— pQm_mkFit_TTtest125xNEW

N 1.2
1

0.8

efticiency vs ver

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

T
H

i
D
et
Ve
-

oo .
—
—_——

|
20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.2
>
2.0.18
£
50.16
20.14
>

20.12

efticie

0.06)
0.04
0.02

0.1
0.08F

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

2.

s
s s SO SO S
S

R s s e e

H
g

L

0.95}

5 T 5 C
W '“f;’o‘;"“:‘w“-*’n?ﬂ 255 ”a:"‘.o-.-'-.”;; BEAN.

+

4t .

=3 -20 -10

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

R S S At S S S

X SRS TR o e e e e
)

e e e

C : e :
L T e

SN AN
0_95- H H H H H H H
=20 -15 -10 -5 O 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


