[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

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

C +y
Y ORI O R
L H“|||||HH .....

0.95

1072

0.8

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

—— DOQM_V0001_R000000001__Global

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 05
@
>0.45

©
»

IRLLL RAR R R LR ALY RN LRRY LRRLN LRRR

ake-+duplicates
©
O w
w

+0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1

0.05

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

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

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

Ratio

----------; ----- S
---------- O 1 F ¥
PO
W:&".“..f?....
- :
E o
J_}|Jll| s EyRk B R -=>-E ------------
||||| ’ E
E- N + N
"oz 107 10, 0%
track ref. point r (cm

[—=— DQM_VUUUI_RUUUU0U00UT _Global —MKFThase —RECO
—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global _mkFitCHIN_RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global_mkFitNDOF_ RECO
mkFitNDOFZ__RECO

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Vs

0.95!

:_ _____ h““lliillllll”i _______
1

111 e

020 T

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

=10

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

11—

0.8~

0.6~

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2~

Vel

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

........

Ratio
N
T

e A

0.95

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045
£
50.04
9.035
2
©0.03
(2]
$.025
Q
£0.02
=}
9.015

o s _|||||||||||||||||||||||||||||!||_|_|_|_|_|_{,.|_|_|_|_u|||||

o

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


