[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

0.8

'!'-‘—lH—'f"' TTT

10™

Efficiend

2 10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

. S S e T
0.8

0.6

|==|.q.l.||||||||
— N

e

Ratio

—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL
—e— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2

—— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2_OctoberVersion

~ 0.1

R A
0 . . . .
20.08------ e
> : : : :
2 : : : :
o e A
S : : : :
£0.06F - renneedeeeneeee
o : : : :
T R e
0.04F - ' : '
0.03F
0.02
0.01

...........

R

Fl1- -+

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.2

= R SURU U SUNUE AU
S i S H S S

S

e

effic

0.04
0.02F
10

L A S S
e R ity S
P E : : : : : "
o R SR IR AR |
R S S S S S
e e S R e o
T S SIS S S S B

Ratio

iy

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.8 eerenenes
0.6[ e fo

Tl

e

Ratio

-10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

I=---ereeee JoEREEESEEEEE PRREERTEERREE Rk CRP R

Ratio
N

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


