[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.05
9.045
4
20.04
(8]
$.035
[
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

Ratio
[:>]

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

| R Sl Tttt ol

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

0.8

0.6+ “f

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

Efficienq ——

—— DQMSEpS_11.

= DBVt asdTThHé)

—+— DOMstep3—TTck
D Msteo%:TT* e;
DQMstep3_TT_default

ult

ke

=
al
Bi
al

~ 0.05

0.02F oo oo
0.015F e |-

0.005f -+ --f-

BioasE b
» : : :
2 0.04F ot
3 : : :
D.085 - - e deeeee
S : : :
£ 0.08F b fredenennd
(3] : : :

0.025F =i eefrredenees :

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

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

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

0.01 - * 4

fe
L ﬁ}#-?

B[00

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.05

> i i 5
80.045F- -+ heeeedenes :

£

20.03F e heeeer f
o : :
£.025F -+t
) H H

0.02F -+
0.015fF----c-e-o- ;

0.01

50.04F oo :
B.035F---eebereee e :
2 : : :

0.008f -+t
o]

o O

| S S it

N
TTTTTTTT|

A
(=]

Sim. PV z (cm)

e
EWTOLDSAMPLE-relf

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8

0.7
0.6

0.5

0.4

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

0.3

0.2

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

Ratio
=

-20 -1 ' ! : 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


