[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_
+—

efficiency vs ver

Ratio

Efficiend

N
—

efficiency vs ver

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.

(o))

0.

[¢)]

0.

N

0.3

0.2

0.1

q

s : jr‘+
T R S .
E o#
e e E
E , ¥
IPPUEEEEEENENTUENEEUNE NS B P
_I' TTT‘[TT:TTTYTTYTTT-TT IT

0.8-_"" 1 : #'+'ji*¥--" rp---"c"f~-""""""

0.6

0.8

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

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

Ratio

DQM_origmal

DQM_original2
DQM_testMkFitExport_initialStep
DOM_testMkFitExportFit_initialStep

o
]

©
o2}

o
&)

©
»

o
w

©
[N

©
i

=

0.8

0.6

- - TG SLILT
N ! I:In' |

20

10
TP vert z (cm)

30

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N

efficiency vs Sim. PV

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.3

o

2015 =100 5 0 5

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.4

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

Ratio

o N 1 P R

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

LAA LA A A AN A S

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
20.07
o
©0.06
3
£0.05
L
=0.04
=]
$0.03
(O]

e el b
W ibesdeic e MR
........ R L

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

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


