[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

1

0.8

0.6

etticiency vs vert r

0.4

0.2

Ratio

TTT I T TT

0.95

1072

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Efficiend

—— DM V000 RO0000000T —Giopa —TREIT_NOevat
—_— B MWOOO :EOOOOOOOO%:Gg g:m E - gg tch
—— D M:V888 :R888888881:8 obal—m F! —batch32
—— DOM~V0001—"R000000001—Global—mkFit“batch64

N 1.2

efticiency vs ver

o +Of :
I r i :
g | ;
b e
0

0% 10

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

0.1

O J..hru‘ 3 3 ] N N 3
@ h h H H H H
o h h H H H H

| e :| |||||

0.95, L

P08 =6 -4 -2

0 24 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Vel

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

iy

b |l
L """||5‘|

0.95
=3

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

-20 -10

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

©
©

o o
I o

©
N

108 6 4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


