[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.04

Y SRR S S S—
%] N N H
D.008F-+ooerriereees B e

o
$.007

O
#.006
0.005
0.004
0.003

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

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

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

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

o
©
T

©
o2}
T

fake+duplicates vs. r

I

0.002 02k e
0.00L-----rrmrrirrrm e -
o 0 o s | NPEPTY B
: g Ll
U ;_¢H| | e
0-2 : 1 ; 2 ‘95-2 : 1
10° 10° 1 10 0 10™ 10~ 0.
TP vertr (cr%) track ref. point r (cr%)
_ —_— Eé% If(q%ll:;dsl b;;e 1%})1;);2(9 \?Egdé:o;uq' U
@ —— DQM_pixefC peEte STSIpZ ptltgzo eta2p5to4p0
~ 0.0 N T —— T
= : | o B % :
$.009 % i H{,‘{ +"’*;++F :
o Q L : : :
;0,-008 § 08—* ------ R R SRR
Q 4 L . .
$.007 g_ [ : :
$.006 T o6l
5 2 0.6_— ------------------------------------------------
0.005 8 L

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

QE

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

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.0
5.009
B.008
% 007
% 006
;@ 005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

q...

=20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

Ratio

? lllulhl||
il

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

I
;] SERERRTR

0.6+

0.4f -3+

-10 -5 0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


