[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
~0.05

$.045
2
20.04
(&)
$.035
O
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

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

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

ry

1.0

Ratio

=

e anan o LA RARAN AL AL J RRRNRARRN RRRRR RRRLN LRRRN LARR

0.95

107 1 2

=
2
N

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

l_

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

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

Ratio

0.95

—=— DQM_beforePR
— —e— DQM_afterPR
Efficiend _, _ pQm partialCheck

~ 0.1

S S S S S S

2 . H : . .
20.08F -+ -heeeeee i b b
Py o . H : . .
8 E : : H N :
o S S R S
=] E : . . .
B 0.06F bbb
3] E : : : :
1Y’ U SO SR SN 1 R
O S B e
0.08F -ty g

o
e R | AR S
.0

Ratio

H
T
-
+

0¥/ —=20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.1

N I
e Rt S S
€ o : : : :
L R
20.07F -+ eveviedrenenibins by
a F N N N N H
T S R At S SR
T T A
o = -+ . H H N 3
O R SURL SR
()] E N N N N H
R RS S S S
0.03f - R SRR AR

0.02
0.0

fa| NI U

FRVS)

o | :

?G‘ | + 5

2 ! b +
i b b il il o “J T o g sebenees
0%55215-10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8~

0.6~

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2~

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

Ratio

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

1_

0.8

0.6~

0.4

0.2~

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.952

=20

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



	Contents
	Page 1


