[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.2

T R R RE ST

o F : : :

O e T

&) I : : :

BOLAf e o s

ok : : :

L e 5~+ -------- e
O Rt R SIS

0.08F oo e S I S
006— ------------ +++ ............

0.04f oo oo g
R e ** ----------- A

Ratio

fa) 11 111111
s H
1] SRR S PHNEES YR T S
A1+
1 . <+
I : HEES
O 9: A HE3
.95

Efficiend

~N 1.2

efficiency vs ver

Ratio

L.

1072

I

107 1

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

[y

0.95

101

—=— DQM_beforePR

—— DQM_correctCheck

N NN N

10 20 3
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.1

3 I
R e B S L e

S

Ratio

0.952

L A o
L L S e S R
P : : : : :
e L Freeeieeeee
2 : : : : :
o : : : : : :
E={U{VS] ot S A A
o : : : : : :
e A el S
CYUC U SRS O S S S
0.02F---- ' o
0.01

FRVS)

0

N
Afa sl
1_— ---------- 44 4.-50-0-0--0;.-»--;- -----
2015 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

0¥3p =20 =10 0

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N
>
o

rate vs Sim

(%]

fake+duplicate

0.5
0.45
0.4

o
© w
w_a

0.25

©
o kB 2
b 0N

._.
T

05215210 =50

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


