[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

efjcliencyys yert

LR L LN LN LR RRRRY RN LERRY LRLL LRRR

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

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

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

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

q

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

| e R R L

0.95

107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

DUIVISTED T

DOMsiep3 T‘He

D Mste3 ‘TT‘ck P| s
DQMstep e;

D Msleas TT‘ efal

9,009+ +riereeeineenens IR IR
) o .
20.008F <+ beeenrieeees R SR SETIEE
o F :
- X0/07/ SETRRT SRR IR MR
s :
£D.006F -+ -ieeeeedneneees S IRISEEt SN
() = .
0.005f- -+ +ierereedrenenes IR MR
0.004F-++++cieereredneenes S IRISEEt SN
0.003fF-++++wieseesdnerenes R TR SRR
0.002F++++e+beereesdreneins SRR SRR e
O S S SISIEE SR
T I IR VN I I
o QETe I S ——
ol C : : :
@ F N N H
0.8_— """" AR M bbb
1SS SN O 1 & S RS S
=20 -0 0

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.0

o
)
L

TN

U SO SO OO O SO

OO SO S O OO O

U SO SO OO O SO

OO SO S O OO O

E . R R
T o ——

R R R

Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

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

iy

0.95)

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


