[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs vert r

Ratio

—a— UUIVIST
B Mg%eag‘TT_ck Pi fs
Efficienq —— B Mg}e ; 1 relfs

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

| R S EELREEL LR, ' """""" """"""

O SR Mt A S —

" SIS B N —

1) R TSR T— —

02 o g R

[y

1072 10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r
o o o
N [e2] o]

o
[N

[
[~)

| R [ A T

Ratio

ep3_TT_defaultNEWTOLDSAMPLE-relf3

S S S S AEE S

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efticiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1— """ AR T """ """
i T
oo
R

e e e

0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

z
o
3

AL S R L RRIE S

ake+dupllcates
o

© » ©

w

£0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

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

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

: W
o LGE' PP PRI, AP S |* NS B
3 : i } :
e L S| MR AR || EEELERE SREERE
0 nE N T|1 H 1 :
=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>
D—_0.45
€
D 0.4

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

0.15

fake+duplicates rate vs
o
N

©
i

0.05]

[
[]

Ratio
e
o

iy

o
©
TTT

SooLEaoananT
T

|
N

: AT : : | :
0-15-10 -5 O 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


