[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

er

Ratio

0.95E
1072

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

R P SRS
- : : : - +

1 11 ; -}lﬂ%++#+++++§+++++++‘++

0.95

[EnN
2
N
=
o
iR

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

—=— DQMstep3_TT_CKF

Efficiend —— pomstep3_TT_CKF-tok

~ 0.5
20.45
n
> 04
>
2
$0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

ettici

Ratio

o
|
o

Vs

_ _;,f'fIfIf;fffﬁfffﬁ;ﬁfﬁfﬁffl{'fﬁfﬁfl;ﬁ Al
3:0 —2:0 —]E.O 1:0 2:0

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

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05

30

> S N O
] e AR e e

£

D i S S S S

Y SUROR SRR RS SRS SRR S
> . . . .

Ratio

0.008f -+ +ereeed

S0.03F e ff g
@ E : : : : :
£.025F -+ ke e T +

o
0.02
0.015
0.0

Sim. PV z (cm)

10

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

2.

WUt

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.3

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


