[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs ver
o
()]

~ 0.8 T T T
T T —

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

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

E ¥
n: | | o |
9 1.9 1 11 I. 1 1 IIIIII. 1 11 1111111 9 G III. 1 1111111
E i | | || : E 15
1:-+* 3 ,: * : E:F—H - e - -
|l T | HESEN
0.950 : : :
1072 107 1 10 0? 1072 107 1 10, 0?
TP vertr (cm track ref. point r (cm
—=— DQN_origmald
R
el —_— es ItFIt_InitialSte eso
@ —_— DQM_testhFitFil_iniliaIStegReso wRejection5
~ 0.8 N P S—
£ % L .
[ b .
> 0.7 . -
g £ os
@ 0.8 -
? 0.6 o
g 05 '§-
=N S 1 e
® i)
0.4 8

o
w

©
[N

©
i

&

Ratio

0.95!

-10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[Efficie

ncy vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.8

efficiency vs Sim. PV
o o o
'olo 0 o

©
N
T

©

=
T
P

Hﬁn*‘"«"ﬂﬂ _____

o
N
|

e A

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

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.4}

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

oafpfi

Ratio
=

TTTT[TTTT]TT

O....i....l....l....

i 15' """ o

-20 -10

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
20.07
9
©0.06
3
£0.05
L
=0.04
=]
$0.03
(O]

Ratio
=

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


