[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

1

efficiency vs vert r

Ratio

TTT I T TT

o
©
a

=
2
N

Efficiend

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

Ratio

fake+duplicates vs. r

l_

0.8

0.6

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

0.95

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_time_old132
—— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_time_new132

~N 1.2

efficiency vs ver

Ratio

0.95!

L
» LU
-20

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[Effici

ency vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.8

NI

; 0.7f-erbeoseesdeneenos S SISERRE SRR

AT S S NS

g O A

505'—+++++ ----- + ----------------

c - . 3

I S

£ 04f e % -------------

o P
e R R R
025_ ....................... 5. ........................
1 R SRS SRR R S
AF. | | L | |

o LWl 3

?U‘ L .

r [ |

o

=10

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Rvel S

.
T

0.95

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

0.2

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

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

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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


