[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

0.954

1072

107 1

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

L
[T

TTT O T T T

0.95

1072

107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=— DQM_beforePR

Efficienq —— pom_afterPr

~ 0.8

©
~
I

efficiency vs vert
o o
6] (o]
I I

©
»
|

o
w
T

©
[N
T

©
N
I

=)
L.

Ratio

0.95!

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~n0.02r

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

5.018_
5016}
% 014F
% 012F
tooL
0.008f
0.006F
0.004f
0.002F

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

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

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2

2.

Ratio

iy

| ||llllllulllll|| |

L e
]
H

| 1 LR i

0.95)

W
o

-20 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5

N T T

ao.45_—----;-¥--+ ----- AU TS SO S

E E A v..'i'-o

(7] 045_*# E

20,35+t

9 F : : : :

E O | S preneedeeened

3 Foo b P

6025: : +: :

[S] r . . .

5 0.2F ket oo oo

3 F H .

DOABE b S SRRIIRINE

@ E : :

B OAE e b R RS A oo
O R a SICTIE SO SO P

P S T P PR PUUE PUUTE PO P

o =L 0 :

T r ; :

S S 1 |1111u:111111||| _________

r 2 |]nnr;nn”|||

0 -15 -10 =5 0 5

10 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


