[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.8
0.7

0.

(o))

efficiency vs ver

Ratio

TTTTHTTTT

0.95

1072

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

| R P

F T :

o .

- h .

- P . .

L - . . .

08 e H H H
b o e eeea b aeeaaaaaan e

. -{}{}
=

T e S
) S P ——

7] SRR N S— A

o] o] ]

| - ,4;

0.95 .
1072 107

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

—=— DQM_IT__ornignal
—«— DQM_TT__Optg09_PU2

o DOM_TT _1ptg09_PU2
[Efficiend —— BoMTT—2hta09 P02

~ 0.8

o
]

efficiency vs ver
o © © o o o
S T - N SN ¢ B o))

&

Ratio

L[[T—

0.95!

30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.8

efficiency vs Sim. PV
© o o o o o
N w N [¢)] ) ~l

o
i

Ratio

]
A
<
-
i
==
==
==
==
=
=
-
oo aoh
o
=

0.952

20 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

Lpon o -neomammnm - - - - o oo on o e
S S W O
I
o

R s s e e

I”liu. illll

oo an -ans S

0¥/ —=20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

R S S At S S S S

R I S A b M et o
O S A A S A
R S T

e e e

05215 S0 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


