[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 'S
% 0.09F
3
Z.0.08F

3
——

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

1_ """" "" """""" """"""

o
fos)

o
o2}

fake+duplicates vs. r

Efficiend

~ 0.2¢ ; ; ; ; ;
e o o
0 E : . . . .
L R Rt
> L . . . . .
2 Eoene PO PR s
g0-14F : : : : :
£ 0,02 oo
o F : : : : :
O SR R S
0.08F oo il
0.06F -k
0.04F------b-o -
0.02F -+t
f\-l 111 i 111
o R
3 :
o d [
B el b 805 a2 10 1Bl ) i i

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0935 =20 -10

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~n 0.2

> o
&0.18F
E L
& 0.16
20.14F
2 F
50.12_

0.1F
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

effic

1.9

Ratio

=

0%55"15 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 05 : : : : :
20,48+t

icates
o
N
I

SO R S M

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

fake+dupl
o
I

A S0 Y SO S
oyt
0.15 ; ' ;
0.1
0.05

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

Ratio

0.95]

%9 =20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.5
>

8045
0.4
£0.35

Sim

o
N
g w

icates rate

0.2

fake+dupl
o

o 9 Pk
=

270 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


