[ Efficien

cy vs vertpos |

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

EHICIRACYYS ¥

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8

—- - .
] r :
................................................ > F :
B 0T feeeedeee R RE STRRRTTON
(O] - .
= :
------------------------------------------------ o} E :
© 0.8 | de g
------------------------------------------------ o o :
2 F :
________________________________________________ e O e
[} o .
Y =
------------------------------------------------ S0 A
E &
0.3:..'": """""""""" Tttt
N R SIS
(O ARRERRIES Bronseessd
o Y s .......! L .......! L .......! Liiun
3 | : :
o 1 .
il o as AR AR R R R R
095'2 — : ,
10° 10~ 10. 0
track ref. point r (cm
S NEst NEWGET specpressy
X:MInusNSPU:NEW e;au t:sEecPLess3
XIMinusNOPU—NEWdefault_specPLess4
N T o e

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficien

cy vs.simPVz |

~ 0.0
>

50.009
5008
%.007
>

3.006
(3]

£.005
()

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

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

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs

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

0.4

0.2

2.

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

Ratio
N

0.95)

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.2

Ratio

0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


