[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.05
9.045
4
20.04
(8]
$.035
[
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

Ratio

Efficiend

~0.05
9.045
(2]
20.04
o)
9,035
o
£0.03
(]
0.025
0.02

Ratio

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

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

NIRRT B L
-
+ +
1l - e e e

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

l_

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

Ratio

—=— DQM_mKFIt_T1orignar
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTNEW

—— DQM_mKFit_TTNEW50
—— DOM_mkFit_ TTNEW100

0.015f
0.01;—---- | ERRE SRR Peseeees o EEEEE
0.005;—"" I RERETEEEEECE EERRECEESCRR] | | R | EEEER
;.\,O:""i""""""""""""
1:_ ....... -é:ao 4+ T
0.95L ; : ; :
=30 -20 -10 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05
>
00.045

E

=0.04
%.035
ey
20.03
@
8.025
(]
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

Ratio

+ Wﬂf@m‘

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

J..UG 5
1 i
09557215 -10 -5 510 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8~

0.6~

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2~

Vel

...........

Ratio
N
T

o

0.95

-10 O 10 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
oo
o1 N

take+duplicates rate vs

©
i

0.05]

Ratio
IIIIDIIII

iy
T

0.952

20 15 10

= é 01520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


