[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vert r
0.5

: = J—rmemer e [ A
o 7 | : : R '
£0.45 > [ : : :
g 2 - : : :
z 04 8 08 P R
035 s [ : : |
S s [ , , : 4
% 03 P IR SO SR N % A
© L : : : Il
0.25

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

4

0950 T - 11 F bt A T E A -1
H & . .
Hl + . . .
9 5
2

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cn%)

_DSM—.— —CRF-test_TO00eVE

T DOM MKFIRERt o6 10006y
P e mKkFit! it-test evt

Efficiend DOM_NANTEST_10006vt

~ 0.5

$0.45

0
> 04
>

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

fake+duplicates vs. z

o
w
TTTT[ITTT

T T T R R

Ratio

e
T
s
o
o
s

10 20 30 %320 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~0.05 T T " " " - - ~ 0.5
> : : : : : : : >
00.045 0-0.45
£
=0.04 0.4
$.035 £0.35
oy
.5 0.03
§.025
()
0.02
0.015
0.0%
0.005]

Sim

o
© N @
g N O W

o
o O B
=

fake+duplicates rate

LI

50 -15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20 095515 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)

i
i TxrTcth
J— .




	Contents
	Page 1


