[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

s R FRCRTIRNS SRR RRIE e
%] H H H
Q1 SRR SR e e

O 35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1

efficienc

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

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

0.05F -4 {fdop - L1 L T

9 J..G_ R (NN

= A

m 11 ----------------------------------
1 S T : L

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

l_

0.8f oo b R

A
o

02 oo S— A

fake+duplicates vs. r
4

ob—t ] 0] ]

Ratio

iffi |"“ fHsgepestssse]

i

0osht il
1072 107

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=— DQM_TT _original_time

— —e— DQM_TT _original_time2
Efficiend _,__ pom T modified_time2

~N 1.2

0.8

efficiency vs vert

0.6

0.4

0.2

+0

Ratio

1.2

1.1

=L

-30 20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

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

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

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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

;] L wana;
o
[(6)]

I O I
: ; P gt : ;

fake+duplicates vs. z
2y

X ESRES S s s s S
S

R s s e e

Ratio

0.0k : : f ! j_HHr + : :
=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

SR s S S RS S

SR R M S
X EHS N e e

) s

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

P50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


