[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
~ 0.2

¥ fa*g$ﬁﬁg ---------------------

o 0

k) I

S 12 At b

« 1. T T T T
1 - - -

107 1 2

=
2
N

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

| R [ P bl

T
N R R

0 gp

02 g S— A

Ratio

0.95

—— DQM_TT__CKF_ORIG

Efficiend —— DQM_TT_CKFLOWPIQ_ORIG
ICIeNd __,__ pQM_TT__CKFLowPtQ_MODIF

~ 0.5
L
%) N N N N

> 0.4
035
0.3
0.25]

efficienc

He- 1 -4 - i - -

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~n 0.2
> o
0.0.18
= o
#0.16
>014
5012
0.1F
0.08
0065ttt i
0.04f -+ -herfeiseerndennnbonde e
0.02F

efficienc

[
[]

Ratio
e
N

iy

o
©
TTT

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

|
N
o
ol H
=
o
|
6]

0.4
0.6
0.4

0.2~

fake+duplicates vs. z
%

Ratio

Wi

55l

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.8
0.7
0.6

0.5

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV
o
T

0.952

=20

: 1 : : : Lk
-15 -10 -5 O 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


