[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

Efficiend

~ 0.5
20.45
n
> 04
>
2
$0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

0 .
1 - - g @t -

ettici

Ratio

o
©

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

l_ """""" ' """

Ratio

DOIVIST

BN reh T —d ot
D Mstea ‘TT‘ck P|
DQMstep e;
D Msleas TT‘ efa

TTT T[T TP TITTTIT
—+~0—¢ ;
%
—== 2

-I - | e

o
£

o2
o

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-20 -10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5

P
o
S
]

etficiency vs Sim.

0.3

0.25 ;
0.2 31
0.15 ;
0.1 i
0.05 P Fr
P S P P PO PO L O PO
o J"uk": : -
I E : ;
o 1:— : ° & RREEEEEEEEE
0.95F---- -+ B Y O S
05515 161520

Sim. PV z (cm)

S
e
tNEWTOLDSAMPLE-relf

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. z

ol

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

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

Ratio
N

—10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045
£
50.04
9.035
2
©0.03
(2]
$.025
Q
£0.02
=}
9.015

0.5}

S TR

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


