[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.02

9.018F |-+
0 E
2.016F -
2 E
®.014F |-
o E
@.012_—-- T
0.0} +-{{¢
0.008F-|-
0.006F-|-
0.004F -
0.002F |-
AF bl T 1
g+ :
E B
o4
11» e = e = e = = = = = = =
0.954

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

[ N

T

R L
o-4jq++-ﬂ+t e

take+duplicates vs. r

02 oo S— A

1072 107

Y/ E—— bl o i
T i : :
[vd I :
1 + + ------------
0.950 : ,
10. 0
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=— DQM_CKF_TTbase

Efficiend —— pQm_ckF_TTtest125xNEW

~ 0.1

20.09---- --------

") . . .

L IR S RS

> : : :

2 : : :

TRl T S

S : : :

£ 0.06------ L SRR

o : : :
V10 SETRR SR SR R
0.08F -+ oo
0,08+ oo

0.02F -+t ki
0.01F -+t
.0

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

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

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

Ratio

[y
T

0.95!

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

N 0.02r
>

50.018F
5.016F
%.014F
> -
D.012F
@

S F
£ 0.01F
w -
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

0

FRVS)

Ratio

1

0.952

0 =15 =10 -5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

YRR S

take+duplicates vs. z

X SRS N s o O S

gl

ot ot

Ratio

H
I
L]

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

0.95

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5k

0.4

0.3

0.2

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.1

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

I
o
al -
o
o1



	Contents
	Page 1


