[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
~ 0.8

] S S B S A—

(o))
,‘””

0.

efficiency vs ver

+*

0.95 . .

1072 107 1

Ratio

=
TTT T T T 1T

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1_.-.‘++"“Hm """"""

o
[ee]
*

©
o2}
T

7] SRR N S— A

| - .%”

0.95 .
1072 107

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL

Effici —e— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_propToPlane_PRVersionFINAL2
ICIeNd __,__ pQM_TT__MODIFIED_propToPlane_PRVersionFINAL3

~ 0.8

o
~
I

eff|C|ency VS ver
¢ o
[¢))
I
-+
3
4

o
o
IIIII
= i
e
s ol

©
»
|

o
%)
I
-
i

©
[N
T
—
+

©
s
I

&

Ratio

[T
]
0.5 f : ]

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

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.8

c o ©
a_ o N

efficiency vs Sim. PV
o
Iy

©
w

©
N

©
s
|

Ratio

1

]
4
+
-
1
=4
==
==
=4
=4
o o
0
T
0
o

05215510 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

.Z

fake+duplicates vs

Ratio

©
(o]
I
5
L}

o
2}
T

I”lin. .i;lll

oo e oo RES

0¥/ —=20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1—----:------; ---- T R e T
(0| RO P +*
e

) e

e e e

05215 S0 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


