[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 0.05

l_ """" "" """""" """"""
T ERSR — — —

S St I S e

take+duplicates vs. r

1771 SRR 0 1| MO NN SR

N e 0.2F -+t S
’ N o . .

B 3 e | ¢V!+ (RA J : .
5*4% 5 ™ ”+=ﬁ'~'

Ratio

Ratio
=
N
Illl'llllﬂl |||I|IIIILII

=
2
N

?“1 e

EWTOLDSAMPLE-relf

Efficienq ——

~ 0.021

0.8

N

t o ) : : : H H
e TR 3 TR TN )| A 1/ ~TRRRE SRR E R Doveenendennnens SRR

20.016F -+t A et iR A - S A LA S
O R R S E AR P

®-014p N N
(5] ° ... [ L [

2.012F----- il s A R S A

N 3 N 1 . X r N N N N N
0.0ZE o tefieeefhoeeeees SR A1) 1| S R 8 04F e R A SR
oo TR . S 1 T

o0 e | O3 | ERRERS SEEERIES o ||} R SRR 025 : ; : ; 5

R RS ||| S5 SR N TP
C : ! C ... et X T AT i R,

e e | S | A SRR B | N A B T Mw { g
o Op—bhdid bl o o | U T A L LT
- T [++ [ JERER i R [ oot e
T ;.w:;ﬂj# 10— o :Wwﬂ i

| S 0 S 1Y P T | 11 0.0 S S : P ] .

0 “E | |1|I++?". Iﬂ#‘f : ] 0 r:: : %ﬂ#{’wﬁé | :
=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.05 T T T T T T T ~n 0.5
> S >
50.045 2 0.45
0.0 £ 04
$.035
3
< 0.03
o
8.025
®
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

0

S

T el 2:2%:::::::51::::::fHﬁ;';;,;;p.@;ﬂ;

55105 0 B 10 1520 20 =156 510
Sim. PV z (cm) Slm. PV z (cm)

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

o
=
(@)

take+duplicates rate vs
; o
N

o
=
I

{ﬁ* «ﬂﬂ -'

0Yol- ERRR IS 1 A B - 2R SR, 2 P

TTTT
.
R

Ratio
-
N
Al
:l—1—
ol
+ ‘T
18
_.I_'_.

Ratio

'-'F




	Contents
	Page 1


