[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—0.05
$.045
2
20.04
(&)
$.035
O
£0.03

[y

+hH
+
+
+
+

= = TEE =T

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

. S S e i

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

fake+duplicates vs. r

o NP
5 |
o 0 4
J'.
0.950 T

1072 107

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

—=— DQM_TT__original

| —— DQM_TT_ detQ0_PU
Efficiend . pom_T7_detQ1_Pu

N 0.7 - - T T T
L AR St S O
0 . . . . .
Z0.08------ AR AR P
> : : : : :
2 : : : :
o A
S : : : :
£0.06F - R SRERREE
o : : : : :
0.05F------ R S R P
7| SR SN SR S
0.08F oo
0.02F---=-heeeef-i ; '
0.01 -1k
e

Ratio

0.95!

...........

...........

10 20
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.2

30

= R SURU U SUNUE AU
L i S S S S

S

L At S S S

IRV RN TN NS TS s o

e

effic

S S
S S EL e e

N e

S -
0.04F ke -qieneeni oo

0.952

| e ke o = g o 2 i i

20 -15 -10 -5 0
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 10 15 20

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0-95; 10 0 10 2

0 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8

0.6

0.4

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

S S S T S S

5 0 5 10

1520

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


