[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

B+ + ,...,*0*
o I - 0 o M X |
2 : :
¢ T +4+ 4+
x 1.05 - 1

= EEE & TF EEREE - 3 2R S = 2 2

= o
T T

107 1

=
2
N

10
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

l_

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

Ratio

0.95

HHW Fi-}

—=— DQM_TT _original

Effici —e— DQM_TT_newbranch_pLess
iclend _, DQM_TT_newbranch_pLessMVACand

~ 0.5
20.45F------ """"

....;....I.-..-.".'T'.".-.".'T....I....

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

o
©
(Tl =
TTTTTTTIT[TTTTI[TTIT
*
¥
3
T
¥
3
-
+
¥
—
¥
——— .
=_=a=1"""
——
——
—a—
+
¥

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~0.05
>
£0.045
£
50.04
% 035
co 03
;@ 025
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005

Jo| AP IR NI I
o +Wr g F
= o E 3
© N E 4
o [ ¥ 5
I=------- -+ +|- 4 41 -| 4 -
L o 4
E
- +
B -* |+

09557215 -10 -5

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1~

2.

0.5 4t ¥
Ty

Ratio

=

s5fp

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5

0.952

=20

=510 =5 é 101520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


