[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

] S B S A—

Y, RS TR S— .8

efficiency vs vert r

T e g

04F oo e S
: : A2
O Rk CETREE

0.2

RESE P — S SPISE SRR
E : GUVELgh L
i gt oo B

0.1

FY

Ratio
N
e
’
.
1
.-
T
- T
it
3
+
=
—

0.95 :
1072 10 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

0.95

—=— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal
Efficienq —— poM_mkFit_TTNEWHS_ALLITERS

N 0.5: - - " T
R o prreneeeee preen
» E : H : :
L o R Rt R e
> - . . . H
LC) E N B H H
R o R S S o
3] F : : : :
£ 03 frffee b beofees
o E : : : :
0.25F |- rrorerdoee e ol
0.2 o {feeeredererees Beeeedenes
0.15F{ - Jfr--eeveieereene Rt | :
O | TR SRR O
X - st 1
IR ot T AL
.9 J—-\'C_I 11 IIII. BB t [ ] + 11l [ a1
T r i :
o N H :
1 16111 HHHT 1 2+ 44
0% =20 -10 0 10 20 30

W
o

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.1 :

> E :

B 0.09F -
£ E i o4

7 0.08F -+
£0.07F -5+
g,

€ 0.06F -
o E :

o F H

£ 0.05F -7
© S
0.04F----i--f-fit

0.03F---+----¢ 1
0.02 :
0.01

Ja| =N B

FRVS)

Ratio

=
T
i
+
H

-4+ +14F

-

051510 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8~

0.6~

0.4

0.2~

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

Vel

0.95
=3

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1_

0.8~

0.6~

0.4

0955

15=10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


