[Effici

ency vs vertpos |

~ 0.8

efficiency vs vert

Ratio

o
©
a

=
TTTTRET T 1T

=
2
N

Efficiend

~ 0.8

o
]

©
o2}

o

efficiency vs vert
6]

©
»

o
w

02%— ------- .%é _________________________________
NN 16 T )
OJ..\.C:Illli"'|I|||||Illlil%ll|i||||
&0l
S S 5 “UnuuHH )|
B
0530 10 010 2030

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

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

0.2 et
Y| P Y R R

107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=— /datazZilegianni’pare o opuTestar —IZ_U_bISTC -plo —_origmar_|
—e— DQM_TT__trainAll2_P
—— DQM_TT__trainAll2pth_PU
—— DOM_TT __trainAll2ptl PU
n T ~ 0.5
L 7 E
R S S U SN S O e e R R R EEREEEERI R
n : g F
r < 0.4F
I [ e LR R [ o E
E : : ©80.35F
C . _g F
P—-ee-- Feseeeeedeeaas W- L R SRR R LR F
2 : #& oo + 03F
o ¢ X F
r ] F

ﬁ’ """ """" ‘f% """ —

TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.8

o
o

o
N

efficiency vs Sim. PV
o o
N W

©
s
|

o
3

o
o))

Ratio

09557215 <10

50

Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

Ratio

£0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
Vel

iy

0.95

%....!....I....I....I.
SN T
S
020 Si0 G

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

0.5

0.3

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

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

LO 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


