[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.1

T OSSP RO S S

I 5 Lo

| Rt (EELLEE feaene e

o E : N

G 0.07Fwwrerreiee e R L R

O o : : +

B 0.06F -+ wrr i SRRE B ST LR
E : : 1 .

0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

]

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

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

P e e sl ° MG v v i
s kS :
(14 I 14 HH 1
| REERREEE L BRERE & L 5 EARRRRREEREEE jl o | |||""|""-'-""' 1 iR EEREEERRRERRER
if ! |y
0.95"2 — AL , 0.955 .
10° 10° 1 10° 10? 1
TP vertr (cm track ref. pomtr(cm
— efault
— BQE%M test mtEl{Ent rest
el —_— test_mkFitFit_retes
@ DOM_test_mKkFitNOFit_retest
N 1.2 N e S D SRS S
= [ ) L
g L > L
T | 4
> L =
> 5]
8 r Q
= r a
R U R AR AR RERR AL RRRARELERRRLELF AR S
L 5 ?
=
=
© i)
0.6 - e e & I o

fa) INI AN TR
o LW
=
©
TRt gt e St g : 4484

%5

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-20 -10 0

[ Effici

ency vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>

f0.045
£

=004
‘:’é 035
= o 03
3) 025

0.02
0.015

0.01

0.005

100 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 5

Ratio

i

e

-10 O 10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5

10 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

c'J é



	Contents
	Page 1


