[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—0.05
$.045
2
20.04
(&)
$.035
O
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

XN A LALRN LR RRRRN LRRRN LAARL LL AN RARAN LARAN LARLE LRS!

=
2
N

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

0-4_"""""§'+'#+

02F AR A

) ........I METEETIT BT B R

#*##H

Ratio
o Trr

0.95C

—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL

Effici —e— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2
ICIeNd __,__ pQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2_OctoberVersion

~0.05

RS SN TR SN S
» : : : : :
2004 -+ eeteeeeednnde
> : : : :

Q
9.035

©
£0.03

(]
0.025
0.02
0.015

0.0
0.005
10

Ratio

-

o S

-30 =20 -10 0 10 20

30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
£0.045F
£
0.04F
% 035F
co 03fF
;@ 025F
0.02F
0.015F
0.01F-
0.005F -+
L Qs

Ratio

1.1

iy

|
N

o

It :

[ -
o H

[B=N

o

Sim. PV z (cm)

YRR S

ETEEE

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0¥/ —=20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.5

>
0.0.45

plicates rate vs Sim.
o
© w
w O

S 0.2

D
T T T[T

095 S0 50 5

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


