[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

0.8

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2

0.

0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.

Vs

0.95!

il

-*

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

l— ----------------- '}'.'.'..- B
i et :ﬂH
[ : :

O e e

T e S
) S P ——

7] SRR N S— A

: T ||
¢ -

0.95

2 107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=— DQMstep3_TT_CKF

—— DQMstep3_TT_CKF-tok

IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
- - H .
N N
—=_
—_——
H

1 P e I B T
_....!....|....|....|....i....
£ I {{:::::::HHHE -----
550 -1 520

10
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

W
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efticiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

1

._.
T

50 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

30

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

2.

O L 5 T SORA AR SR
06
O

R s s e e

[
TTT Ty

.uul
g1l

||111.
It

0.95)

30

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

-20

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

T
FRENENE R
o
o

e e e

0.95

20 —15 -10

S50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


