[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.7

0.

(o))

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

take+duplicates vs. r

s +

PV —— ..| , | A R °
r T
[ 04
Lf H||||||||| - -

0.95L

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Y-t R R R

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

—=— DQM_CKF_TTbase

—— DQM_CKF_TTtest125xNEW

0.8

0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2

0.1~

Vs

take+duplicates vs. z

”hhuuuuH”|

Ratio

N
U
H
+

|||||IIIIII|”|||

0.95!

-10

10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

[
TTT Ty

o0

||||llluulll||||

E|||||IIII:IIII]||||E

0.95)

-10 0

10

20 3

9

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

N

5

lO 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.2

0.95L

20 =15 -10

5
Sim. PV z (cm)

lO 15 20



	Contents
	Page 1


