[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

< 0.1
20.09
4
20.08
(8]
§0.07
(&)
£0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

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

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

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

0
1.4

Ratio

1.2

e e R L AR RNl RRR N RRRR LR LRRRl RARL LARRN LRRLE RN
: H et
E

1]

i

1072

Efficienq ——

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

L. l_""""": """""" Tttt yo o - - e
4 -

>

> I

Q - . . N

< N N 3

R oo s
6_ B . . .

s [

s : : :

g 06__ ------------ ------------- H
© . H h

s

Ratio

i
4

[ofeXeXeks:

e
b ée; 1 i
p3 efal

EWTOLDSAMPLE-relf2

~ 0.021

018
016

e_E;cmacy_dgs \_@rt

014F
012F
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

Ratio

15

o

-30 —20 -10 0 10 20 30

N 0.02r

|- T H S, E S 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

YR S

take+duplicates vs. z

X ESRES S s S s S
S

Ratio

-30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

S S Lt e SEE S

YRR S

X SHRS N o s

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


