[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
~ 0.0]

$.009
)
9.008
(&)
$.007
_U
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

1.0

Ratio

.4 -4--4--1-4--%- - 44 4

e

I

0.95L H :
1072 10 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

i T

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

fake+duplicates vs. r
©
T

O T ROk SRTRTIRLS
- + &
0.4---1--t-f------ R LR LT TP P
B -+
L &
02— ---------------------------------------
o 0 I I R
= B : : :
© 1 1
o |
L R A A L TTTTETTRR PP PR
0.95

—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL

Efficiend —— poM_TT_ MODIFIED_propToPlane_PRVersionFINAL2

~ 0.03 : : : : :
-0 O

ot T S
B.008F------ PO P e, S
a E . . : : :
@.007_— ------ .-, ________ ' ________ ' -------
© E . H : :
006 ----5---o
[J] o :
0.005F- oo
0.004F -+
0.003F- -+ .
0.002F i+ f
0.002 -3+ Lok
.94--\25""!"-
T I
m -
A | HIE L5
0.95L : : : : :
=30 -20 -10 0 10 5 20

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.07
>
f0.009
B.008
$.007
>
B.006
o
$#.005
[J]
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

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

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

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

1.0

Ratio

n
)
)
-1
sodboososs
)
T
i
¥

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

o
a -
o
o1

~ 0.8

fake+duplicates vs
© o o o
N [¢)] o)) ~J

©
w

G20 =16 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.8

o
3

o
o))

o
o

© o
N W

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV

o

Iy
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

g
o
a
IRRRRRRRRR
[

e
o :
| :
©

NS G W I S P S

6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


