[Effici

ency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

Efficiend

~n0.02r

9.018
[2]
2.016
&
9014
‘©
9.012
()

0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

L 0OF

10

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

L. l_""""": """""" coTtree Saiii W
[ L . .
b H H
» L
L 3 : :
§ 0 T S
s [ : :
= - H
s f : :
I3 0.6_—----------}- ----------- e e
8 L : H+ + :
0.4 wm ---------- —
0.2—_-“; -u-‘-"%- ---------:—---u- --------- : ------------
4 T :
otk b ] ]
o +w :
*CE .
o 1

—=— DQM_TT _original_time
—e— DQM_TT_newscoreonlyINIT_time
—— DQM_TT_modified_time

O

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

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

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

Ratio

0.95!

I A e 1 AP PP P
S 1 S
-20 -10

0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~n0.02
>
f0.018
Ho16
9.014
>
B.012
K]

£ 0.01F
[J]

0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

6 4 -20 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

2.

Ratio

H
T

0% -10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.8

© ©
> N

o
o

© o
N W

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV
o
Iy

©
i

Ratio
-
&

o

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


