[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

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

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

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

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4
0.3F

0.2

0.1

104

§e]
=
- 2 @ 1.05
i JNES B @
% ECT4 01T 1
 RRRE 3% S SR REEEEEEE 0.95
0.9 . E 3 Q" | -+ ) n}
1072 107" 1 10 0? 1072
TP vertr (cm
—=— DQN_origmald
—_— BSM testMtEltFlmtlaIStrz Re;o
ol —_— test| itFit_initialStepReso
@ —+— DOM_testMKFitFit mnmlSteSReso wRejection5
N 08_ N N 1_ ____________________________________________ o
I | 4
F . >
> 0.7t e, e ”
2 F : Q
o =
o : @ 0.8 febeere e L
3 0.6 ---f-ie-f-- P . e o
c o
Q@ r 3
O OB ----breme e e L AEEEEE °
= & 0.6ty LT
) E e
0.4F----Ffeb e 8

o
w
T

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~0.05
>
£0.045
£
=0.04
% 035
co 03
é_é 025
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005

ol
[~]

-
Shee oo a
t

2 E : ]
s I ST
o TR SO M
1:—--- --w---é---—qﬂ
20 =15 =10 -5

510 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.4

0.2

.9 lG. 111
3
o 1.05F---tb-ATHER ¥ EH -2 --
1 4o od
%30 200 30

track ref. point z (cm)

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

0.3

085215 =10 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


