[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

!”I;!””.””.”.I

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

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

0.95

- -
- 1 1 11 II 11 l"l“ 1_lgl 111
_ed .
+

- N - N

T H

-+ +H:+ 44+ 444 .- 4 -4
r <+ H H
+ + ;
[ HAES
b d L d

102 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

. S S e e -

T ERSR — — o

fake+duplicates vs. r

T S e o

0.4

AU T MRS -

10

Ratio

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original-lowpt

Efficiend —— pQm_TT_ mkFit-DQM_updated-lowpt

~ 0.5
20.45
o
> 04
>
2
50.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

effic

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

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

[y

TTr T T [ITTrT
be-

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~N 0.5
>
B.0.45
1S
175} 0.4
20.35

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

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

I
i
+

0.952

20 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

N

@ L ;

= L :

%) B

Q + :

.S 0.8_— 1 IR S SR A B |
= i N

> \

S T ;

[} 06_ """""""""""""""""""
4 L

<

8

o bt

Eo

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.2

B e 1

515 210 5 0 510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


