[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 0.0%
$.009
)

9.008
(&)

$.007
_U

.006
0.005
0.004
0.003

0.002
o
0.001E

0

Ratio

1.2

1.4F

N U T O
; 4
P S IR I
[T DR P
-
+ ||
FTEEE B S ARRREEREREEE
> :
A 1 R b
. N
E 13 BRI SRR ERPR
wpdl JbLbll e
[ PR Y Y I 4 A Y PR Y
11 ---------- R G o B ] ¥

Efficiend

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

1

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

10
1.05

Ratio

0.95
0.9

9

1072

1

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original

—— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original_newwindows

~ 0.5
20.45
o
> 04
>
2
50.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

effic

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

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

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

0
4

Ratio

1
1.

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

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5
>
B.0.45
=
175} 0.4
20.35
0.3
£0.25
(]
0.2

iency

0.15
0.1
0.05]

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

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

e

bbb

b

: | iy

= IR E
1 :q'__ ________

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

+0

Ratio

12

il

0.9

W
o

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

10

Ratio

1.2
1.1
1

0.9

6““.

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


