[ Efficien

cy vs vertpos |

= 0.0%
$.009
)
9.008
(&)
$.007
_U
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

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

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

Ratio

Efficiend

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

l_

o
©

©
o2}
T

0.2

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

iy
——

0.950

piitg 20 etatpatuint
gy eralo 161
t020 etalp

3

a{qle ste, ZB

|xeTCP T

§IVI Ulqu:llldl StE]

ﬁ_"ﬂl

plate_step2 ptltgzo etalp4tolp6

~ 0.0
9.009F
%))
.008F
&
D 007F-
‘©
.006F
()
0.005F
0.004f
0.003F
0.002F
0.001
1.0

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

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

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

Ratio
N
!IIII LB

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~n0.02
>

£0.018
Ho16
% 014
% 012
£ 2 0.01F

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

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

0.008F -+ fi oo
0.008f -+ 4+ ek S
0.004F T ST SRR TP E RN SO
0.002f SER TR i

0 T O P TP R TP
g +® T :
3 NI :
o H H H

1_—----5-- , , -, ----- b SRR R b anl e R

=

0 2 4 6 810
Sim. PV z (cm)

.Z

fake+duplicates vs

Ratio

©
©
T

o
2}
T

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

0.95

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.6

0.4H-

I

YIRS . ——

T e e e

0.95

=20 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


