[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_

Ratio

Efficiend

N 0.2 - T T T
R S S R
» L : : : : :
U L S R S
> : : : : :

2 E : : : : :
o S
= F : : : :

e R A S e S
o : : : :

0.0 +vorerdenrpedronee b

}w..,,._.,jﬂ

Ratio

0.2
20.18F
‘g o
2 0.16F
O -
§0.14F
[
£0.12
0.1F
0.08
0.06

Fl T b B
- +T +|+ |
11« HYEER SN P Y G R
F T 5
0.95E HEE X
.95

1072

LA 4 :
15— ----- -4.--}.4.--4 o L -1m5- .4
093520 -10 0 10 20

0.04F A3 ; , 1
aoz}+-¢~i---~é -------- PR RRR 19| P F T
I 0 L P S S

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

(o)

efs4

fD(D('D(D(I

T
3 ‘TTT:gl%Pl
33 TTh S; 1

NEWTOLDSAMPLE-relf4

TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.1
>
2 0.09

E

50.08
20.07
3
20.06,
@
(&}
£0.05
()
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

1.0

Ratio

30

0955215210

5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

.{‘w ........ B e eeenes
2

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

S S SR AL TR
]
S e
A i ot
I £ T IO EUUUUTUTS SO | O IO
s D ¥
1R SO
SRR N acR e F R
0 ....|....|T....|....|....i....
E % . . .
E : : * :
T R e S
=N
R R S
30 -20 -10 O 10 20 3

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

Ratio

30

0.2

lO 5 2
Sim. PV z (cm)

0



	Contents
	Page 1


