[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
~ 0.8

T . ——
LTINS U e S
% 05;+++++H++++++ 4 +-5 ------------- ------------

B R g
) S SRR

0.1

| | Lt

Ratio

P

0.95 : :
1072 10 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

- 05
)
>0.45

icates
o
D

0.35]

ake+dupl
o
w

+0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

V)

Ratio

—=— DQM_TT__MKFIT_ORIG

Efficiend —— pom_TT__MKFIT_MODIF

z
o
©

©
~
I

efficiency vs vert
o
(o]
I

o
al
!
_;%
_._;_--

-

0.95!

Ratio

30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.8

] S0 SO U SO SO SO S S

0.6

efficiency vs Sim. PV
o
[¢2]

o
D
[

....._.;*._.... e

D
TTT T T

Ratio

e

T

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

fake+dug|icates VS
o © o
[~ T =
N A OO 00
T T T T I I

o
s
I

P

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

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

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
20.07
o
©0.06
3
£0.05
L
=0.04
=]
$0.03
(O]

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


