[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

20.45
(2]

Z 04

0.35
0.3

0.25
0.2

0.15

efficiency

g onteonss

Ratio

0.95

Efficienq ——

1072 107 1

}- 5 il { :

S 1 R R bR L

- :-1Hnr ----- -E--n-n‘-- LR A
10

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

l_ """""" ' """""" """" e

take+duplicates vs. r

) AR ........I L

1072 107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

Ratio

K]

~ 0.5
20.45
n
> 04
>
2
$0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
e

ettici

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

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

Ratio
N

E{.

0.95!

30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[Effici

ency vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045
=
=0.04
%.035
ey
20.03
@
8.025
(]

0.02
0.015

0.01

0.005

Ratio

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8
0 T s
0.6 PPEPES feeeeees ‘- ------- foeeeaens ‘- ------

0.

ol
o
=
§
=,
-
==
o

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

Ratio

0935 =20 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

Ratio

0 =15 -10 =5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


