[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.8

0.7

0.

o
&)

efficiency vs vert

(2]
I.II TTTT
—_—

+
=i
by
- H
T
:.3"'.'5
+H

=
THTT

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 0.2
% o
>0.18

o o
S~
N D o
I I I

fake+duplicates

o
P
I

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

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

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

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

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

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

2

—=— DQM_TT__CKF_ORIG

Efficiend —— pom_t7__ckF_moDIF

N 0.8r ; ;

3] F : :

S0 4 L O S S

4 F : :

| SR S OO SPUUON U SRR SO

s F D e, o

S 0.5k ?""ﬁfﬂ ----- P RATTRTS

© F : } : %
0.4 --~f-~~-~~-~~~# --------------
X S £ S S S
(37RO O S S S £ S
| s e L

R S 31§11 |huuuuH| ]

. : 5|““unnun||

0955550 20

-10 10
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

30

~ 0.8
0.7

0.6

efficiency vs Sim. PV

Ratio

0.95,

20 =15 -10 5 0 5

Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

...........

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

...........

...........

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

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~0.05
>
f0.045
£
0.04
9.035
9
©0.03
%)
$.025
L
=0.02
=]
9.015
(O]

15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


