[ Effici

ency vs vertpos |

= 0.0
%.009
2
2.008
(8]
@.007
=]
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

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

R LR RRT SRl RR R LRRRN LR AR Rl AR LARRN LRLRE AR

D
Efficiend —— B3

]; ----------- S - e B R

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

o.s—-----;ﬁ-g-

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

fake+duplicates vs. r
-

17 A TN S S

1Y) S A e SR

Y ARSI SR S— A

Ratio

0.95

M
M_test_mkFitFit_noOL
M_test_mkFitNOFit_retest

~ 0.0
9.009
[]
%.008
>
(8]
9.007
S
9.006
[&]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001
0

Ratio

1.5

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

S V1
-30 -20 -10 O 10 2 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Effici

ency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.07
>
20.009
5.008
$.007
>
_a_‘:j).oos
9.005
[J]
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001
.0

Ratio

1.

F s
H H T -+
H . ~ -
H 5 -
H 4 L
-t e o o L T
H il

I
5
d

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

0.5

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

fa| EFENEETES ENETETIL T A E A BT A A BT AT BT R

B """ ‘ﬂH#\ """ -------

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

Ratio

i
T

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.1

Ratio

i
T

%901

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



	Contents
	Page 1


