[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 0.0
g .009
.008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

&

eHICIgNCYYS ¥

TR T T[T [T T [T [T [T T[T I [TIrr T

o LQf—finl vl 1 I

kS g :

ST 5 ) CEPPERER SPPRRY M ¥ 1 PR 1 ¥ PP PP PRPPRS
11 100 0 VORI (NI 8 € 10 Gl ¥ 6 (0 ISR
1072 107 1

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

l_ """"" "" """""" """"""
0.8 b 5

e e |

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

Ratio

Efficiend

~ 0.05 :
045 oo

2 A
>0.04F------
3 E : :
P$.035------
o F : :
£ 0.03------
(] = . .

0.025F -+ +ieeeenndns
17 SRS R
0.018F -+ b

0.01F---5ee-ne-
0.005 :
0

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

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

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

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

1.4F

Ratio

1.2

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z

~ 0.0

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

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

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

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

>
80,009 -+ {-++ - e
=Y S N S
D.007F -5
P F 4
D.006E i
o F
D.005F -+ {cbereeeedeees
[} E
0.004F ] +5wreoe
0.008F -+ -
0.002E
0.001E-
Y =
© o
X 12p

i

0.8F

-10

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8
] S S

0.6 -wwwerkeneees e

take+duplicates vs. z

et

R

Ratio

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

I=--a-ee e i

0.8

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

502 468 10

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


