[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr

| R [ T D

0.8 wererreienseenenes s *ﬁ»

N o o

fake+duplicates vs. r

R LA

0.05F
IMUAY
- 11 1
o 0 e k)
= -TT] 9
g 11Tt g
& 1osf---- {4} B - T
i
- ok e -
E LT

107 1

=
2
N

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

—=— DQM_TT _original_time2
Effici —e— DQM_TT_modified_time2
ICIeNd __,__ DQM_TT_modifiedINIT_time2

~ 0.8

0.7
0.6

0.8;*#&

e ™,

0.5

efficiency vs vert

fake+duplicates vs. z
——
g
:ut;

S :

0.4

0.3

)LL) L L L L

IIIIIIIII

I b ol

. N

}.— :

2
—%,

L o

T T

0.2 : : : : :
R S S S S

0.1

JuG J..\.C

Ratio
Ratio

TTT T TTTT

iy

4444 : ; ; : ;
10 20 30 ™3P =20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

-20 -10

|
Wrrr
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~n0.05 ; ; ; ; ; ~ 0.8
2,045 E SRRT I
Eo.04
$.035
CO 03]
;@ 025

0.02
0.015

0.01
0.005

L

s e e s

et
T & L T e
g T 44

........

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV
o
Iy
I UL
i

Ratio

1.1

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

I
[ Ll
o
I
o1
o



	Contents
	Page 1


