[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
-~ 0.5

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

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

T ERSR — — ——

by

97 SRRSO NSRS RO SO

fake+duplicates vs. r

[ i e
02-_..........é..‘»f.'."."!..",..f..........é ............
Tt v : :
L .
‘.,..'*' : :
n T BRI TR T T AT
o =¥ : : ]
I T 1) T: + q4 1
24 +[: : c
I T 3[4 l Hﬁﬁﬂ 4:""*‘ ‘o

+

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

0.95
1072 107

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original-0
Efficiend —— pom_TT_ mkFit-DQM_updated-0

0.9E : :
1072 107 1
5

0

N
+—
=

[y

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

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~n0.05¢ -

> E :

’:Q_.045:— :

£ E :

'(7)0.045— :

9.035F i

& F :

£0.03F ;

Q = :

.025F ;

[J] F 3

0.02F

0.015f f

0.0 f

0.005F- -++beeeiesresdeonendonnended
P S P PR PO PO A PO PO

o +WF TT°TT

3 AL 1

[ L 8 -
| ERERE <-4+ 1k PRYDE B .
0osberi L Lkl 1L LR
220 -15 -10 -5 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.5

0.3

0.95,
=2

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


