[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 0.5
£0.09
4
2.0.08
2
©0.07
=]
5 0.06
0.05
0.04

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

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

0.03
0.02

0.01

& N

; 3 n
L
Py

—f—

(@] J..G ' L L L o8 L SEE R E r
E <+ - - 1l
@ 14 H
4
+
1 4

[EnN
2
N
=
o
iR
[y

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

I T

Y RS P — — —

fake+duplicates vs. r

Y IR H R o o
L T o R

Y ARSI SR S— A

ol— ] vl ]

-

Ratio

w-‘#@_*:-iﬁ c-ec-c-:-o ---------- : ------------

0.95 :

1072 107

e

1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

L)

D

— D
Efficiend g

10000
i
~AAA
TITITITIT
e
s
—
=
.

o

o

(=}

D

<

2

~ 0.5 ; ;
R SR S S S
* : : : :
2 04 0] RRRE SRR
> : : : :
2 E...... P Y RO
$0.35 : : : :
0.3 8 B S S

effic

7% USRS U TSNS SR
02F b

R O S SR e

R e
0.0+ | - # ------- A

...........

...........

...........

o 195. TR AL et i)

8 f : g

o ERRtt Rl Bl M i AT
F rh
e ARG
L 4

-30 -20 -10 0 10

20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045,
£
=0.04
9.035
Py
£0.03
.025
(]
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005
10

Ratio

1.1 T
a +[:
[ : T 8
[ S EEERTPE e L4 1 H 4
o B RE3 4 .

20 o156 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

T e T S

fake+duplicates vs. z

T, S s s SO S S
R R i S

L e s e

ol Lo o e s b b s e

Ratio

ORI, 7/ : b

1L

e
TTTT [T

093~ =20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

1= or e -y ; : sz

o
o
I

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z
o
:T T

Ratio

055" 15 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


