[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.8

efficiency vs ver
o
()]

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

o K : : o 0
T : ; T E
o T | : o
1} _"'",,,,'":;——.ﬂ: EJE ,’ e s = - m e m s 0.9
; ; 0.8 ]
0.95 : : 0.7t Tl
107 107 1 10 0? 1072 10. 0?
TP vertr (cm track ref. point r (cm
—=— DQN_origmald
— Bgmgestmtgi{?i?itial_&le tRe;o

1ci —_— test!| itFit_initialSte| eso
@ —_— DQM_testhFitFil_iniliaIStegReso testSorting2
~ 0.8 N T P
& ¢ t :
; 0.7 n 3
2z £ 08 feb e
LC>; 0.6 o
8 S
L2 05 o
g & 0B
© i)

0.4 8

o
w

©
[N

©
i

&

Ratio

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.8

efficiency vs Sim. PV
© o o o o o
N w N ul ) ~l

Hﬁn*‘“«"ﬂﬂ

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.4}

0.2

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

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

Ratio
=

TTTT T TTT[TT

i

-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
o
©0.06
3
£0.05
L
=0.04
=]
$0.03
(O]

Ratio
=

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


