[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr

. S S S e

T ERSR — o - —

fake+duplicates vs. r

0-6__ """" ++++*++ """ """"""" """"""

L I o o

7] AR N S— A

ok .....I ........I MEERTTT! BT

Ratio

0.954 : ; ; 0.950 - :
1072 107 1 10 0? 1072 107
TP vertr (cr%)

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

—=— DQM_beforePR

Efficienq —— pom_afterPr

~ 0.0

T
T e e B e Y - ;--{H-H@ --------------- H}##-H-;- -------

&) . . . " .
T S U S| S

&%0065— ______ S SERARS Y . o iy $ o

poosp i Al L P S B
0.005F----------o- LT LN R fees : ™ : ;

0.004 : ' i
0.003
0.002
0.001]
v

fake+duplicates vs. z

R R A S S

R s s e e

0 .....
M
[

0¥/ —=20 =10 0 10 20 30 0¥/ —=20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio
Ratio

[y

iy
TTTT] T

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.01
2.009
B.008
$.007
% 006
;@ 005
0 004
0.003

R S L S S S S S

R N T

0.6

s

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.002F- -} |- 1173 SRRSO S PO REOCSE MO SO N
0.001 - -+ -

1.0

Ratio

] 15 20 0 -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)

[
o

[
6]
e
6]
o



	Contents
	Page 1


