[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

20.45
(2]

Z 04

0.35
0.3

0.25
0.2

0.15

efficiency

—i—1
ran
=t

+
. SPE—
=
— 1
. E
un { E
FOCIDTOOTATTTD e P P
e g
o +
rd
4 -
¥
+

1072 10t 1 1 02
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

0.2

. SR S P ’ """
T SRS N — S—-

N M SO Y O
T WL
A SRR RS S T\ S

Ratio

HE S

_!_ =
o ...l
(RS

i
Fa
+—t
—
=
= —— o
¥ +-
—0—'—w + E %
¥ R
_§_-_ (

MKFIT_TTorigmal
mKFit_TT_JanUpdate-noErr

DOM

DQM
ol DOM_mKFit_TT_JanUpdate-statErr
Efficiend — DOM_mkFit_TT JanUpdate-systErr

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

o) =ruran
1.05H

ettici

Ratio

08 i i : L ¢
=30 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.05
>
00.045
IS
7 0.04
9.035
2y
c0.03
[}
8.025
(0]
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005

Ratio

95515 10 -5

Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>
D—_0.45
€
D 0.4

\%
o
w
o

o
w

0.25

o
O
= O

take+duplicates rate vs
; o
N

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


