[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

l_ .................................... E ............

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

efficiency vs vert r
o
o]
I
+

o

(o]
T
e

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

=
—
—_—
——
—
—
—_
—
—
—
—4—
—
—
—
—_—
—a
—d
—_—
ju— —

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

Ratio

—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL
Efficiend —— poM_TT_ MODIFIED_layerProcv2_PRVersion

=

efficiency vs vert z
o
o]
I

©
2}

T [ T T T [ T T T [ T T T

&

Ii”lllu.. ...111|§l||

| ”]In . --|||”:I||

[y
TT T T[T TTT
» o

=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

R U SR S S S S S

| ++“‘++ _____

efficiency vs Sim. PV z
o
T

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.7

0.6

0.

a1

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.3

0.2

17| SOOI SUUNS i SO SUUORE SRS

T S U N
TN RN
ST A SO SV b
: * Do
Lot P IS
r Do

n, -

2.

Ratio

0¥/ —=20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.2r

0.952

20 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


