[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 0.05¢ - e
=t E 5 i : : :
9.045¢ ! ' ' '
T g ¢ !
5,0-045— § ............... | S HOE SRS SRS
$.035F E
BN ? 1
‘60035_ g E T R R L L L LT T T
0.025f g
0.02H 11 R S
0.015F; f
OO THHTHAHT LR T el 02
0.005E 4
o O : B : o C : :
s FIUE T : 21— —
o E 1 3 : : o HEES
Eobudift 4&#4,# R R S
Eoett g AL NG B
1072 107 1 10 0? 107
TP vertr(cr%)
4 i
@ —— BOMatepI T S;gﬁhf\GEWTOLDSAMPLE-reIfZ
~ 0.7 ~ 0.5
$0.09 £0.45
® 3
>0.08 £ 04
) S
£0.07 280.35
= >S5
o o]
£0.06 703
o X
0.05 £0.25
0.04 0.2
0.03] 0.15
0.02 0.1
0.01 0.05]
o <0 o g
I I r
¥ 2 o
0.8
15 r : : | | :
U Y | M RS || LA poreee
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.05
>
00.045
IS
7 0.04
$.035
z
c0.03
[}
8.025
(0]
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005

D
TT T TTTT

Ratio

ST 0 B 10 15 50
Sim. PV z (cm)

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~n 0.5

>
a 0.45
IS
5 04

V.
o o
N b w
w
|||||||||||||||(F||||||||||||||

0.25

take+duplicates rate vs
o
= ©
a1 N

©
i

0.05]

Ratio

0.8

B T R TETE ERET SEPRT EUPLH

0.6 e ERLEEETPT PEPRY o
-10-8 -6 4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


