[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_
+—

efficiency vs ver

0.8

0.7

0.

o
&)

(o))
T

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

I -

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr
-~ 0.8

o
~

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

o
(o))
[T

o
&)

fake+duplicates vs

©
»
|

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

o
w
Tt
——

-+

—=— DQM_TT__MKFIT_ORIG

Efficiend —— pom_TT__MKFIT_MODIF

z

efficiency vs vert

o
©

o
]

©
o2}

[ -
: 0 1:0 2:0 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N

efficiency vs Sim. PV

0.8

0.7

0.6

o
l

o
N

bt oo
: L itH
é_"' """"""""""""" H '+
0| ECUR SO O PP USUOS JOSUNS NS S
2 UL TUON RO TUUM: TRV OO SOV NS
f : ++++**W++*++H++ -----
s i eI 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)

icates
o
D

fake+dupl
o
w

S RN TE 5 T ——
PSR S R S
N R

ooy
000f - B

* 0_9:§::::::::;:::::::§ :}lgﬁ;@@ﬁ}g -
93520 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.7
>
&0.09
=
=0.08
£0.07
&
©0.06
4
0.05
L
=0.04
>
$0.03
o

iy
IRRRRRERE}
1

0.95

o
©
TTTT

|
N

0-15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


