[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs vert r
o

Ratio

©
o2}

1

o)
T

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

|||||’||||

* Hﬁﬂ %H

TI®|¥

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

©
»

o
[N

Ratio

©
(o]
T

©
o2}

&

1

—— DQM_TT__CKF_ORIG
—— DQM_TT__CKFLowWPtT_ORIG

Efficiend

—— DQM_TT__CKFLowPtT_MODIF

efficiency vs vert z

S EE I et I S S

Ratio

Tiaffll

0% =Ty

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

0

10

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

N i e [ o A P
SO I
od 4 N e T
- BEEE
© OB R S e +
€t : Lo
0af i e
0.25_ ................. ................................
b el
ooty i1

=5

0

5

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.5
£0.45F

©
»
I

0.35F

©
w
T

ake+dupllcates

20.25
0.2
0.15F
0.1
0.05F
Vel

Ratio
N
!IIII LB

W{M-

4

T

0% Z10 0

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

10
track ref.

20 30
point z (cm)

~ 0.5
>
0.0.45

o
© w
w_a

025

o
[

duplicates rate vs Sim.

+0.15

fake

©
i

Ratio

5

101520

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


