[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

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

0.95 . :
1072 10 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

| R st R EEEERERE

o
©
T

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

©
o2}
T

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4 PRE *“'"'.';;‘.‘"5"* + """"""""""
L+* T
0.2+t R | L ERE IR
| H|||||é||||||||||§| R
j (| I[TTETTTTTE 5
0 %rack ref. %)%int r (cn%)02

—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL

Efficiend —— poM_TT_ MODIFIED_propToPlane_PRVersionFINALG

~ 0.5
20.45
o
> 04
>
2
50.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
O

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

effic

Ratio

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

0.95%

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~n 0.2
>

0.0.18f¢
= o
#0.16
£0.14F
oy o
c0.12F

R e
9S4 S S N .

e

effic

e
008+
S S T S s

Ratio

0521510 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

z
i
'
]
’
#

©
©

o
2}

fake+duplicates vs.

o
»

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

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

>
8.0.45
0.4

o
© w
w_a

o o
9
oo

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim

©
i

0.05]

Ratio

220 -15 -10 -5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.952



	Contents
	Page 1


