[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_

efficiency vs vert

N

efficiency vs vert

Ratio

0.8

©c o o ©
S [¢)] [e)] ~
TTTTTRTTT

o
w

e
——

+

++

1

=
TFTTT

1.2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

||J.“Ill|u.1|111|l ||
||”|nmllm|T| ||

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

N

efficiency vs Sim. PV

Ratio

0.8

o
3

o
o))

o
l

o
N

©
w

©
N

0.95,

20 =15 =10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2

ol . ° L\G:..-m'.'.:'.! i ] |
Tl & ErbintlIll
- R g
1(;*1 1 10 0? 102 1(l)*1 1 10. 0?

TP vertr (cr%) track ref. point r (cn%)
—=— DQM_beforePR
—e— DQM_afterPR

T e S R R Py

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

Ratio

J_.\‘O-llll

E—v——

9535

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

-20

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~0.05
>
£0.045
£
=0.04
9.035
[0]

©0.03

[%]
%.025

Q
=0.02F
=]

9.015
(O]

0.95,

20 =15 -10 5 0 5

10 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


