[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_
+—

=
(3]
>

%]
>
>

0.4

0.09
0.08

Q
50.07

L
=
)

0.06
0.05]

0.04

Ratio

0.03
0.02
0.0

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

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

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

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr
-~ 0.5

¢ : 5 :
> 0,45 - eeeeienesenenees e b

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

icates
o
D
I

T N SR 2 S S—

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

ake+dupl
o
dk

L T0PI5 RRSRRURS 00 SO ;
0.2F - ' :
0.15
0.1
0.05
10

Mt. ||.||||

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6
1072

4

B e el A
¥
+

—=— DQM_TT _original_time

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

N

=
[
>

0.5
0.45

[
> 04
>

o
o
[

effic

Ratio

0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
Vel

s faa b deme il

[y

0.95!

30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.0

>
9

%

.009
.008

9.007
>

g
:%
0
0
0

0.001

Ratio

.006
.005
.004
.003
.002

1.0

=2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8
s s o

| S A e

12 O S S

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.5

Ratio

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


