[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

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

Ratio

OF

Efficiend

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

~ 0.05
9.045
2]
0.04
o)
9,035
o
£0.03
(]
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

0O
Y

Ratio

ﬁ*w 1

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045
=
=0.04
%.035
3
20.03
@
8.025
(]

0.02
0.015

0.01

0.005

Tt AT

4

Ratio

O~

N
T

-5 0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

: : = | R S REEREEE L AR AERRREEEEERY
: : 4 L : L :
e g b
: : @ 0.8t
A— s [
: ] l : 1
: : R + ------------------------------------
: : [ :
: : = r + :
R ol ALl
TR ]
: i +++ ﬂ#t s . 7 S S
0.0 -+i‘};+ -------- TN, ST [ ﬁ H
S .+ i o #ﬁﬁﬁi +| TP R
VST ik o T SAOOS V FS S
L #--ﬂ;]l- i h# ------------ e
E : : % : + L :x :
-1 2 -1 2
10 ! TPlQ/ert r (cr%)0 10 %rack ref. %)%int r (cn%)o
E %Mé%a ‘T;’T:gl%Pl fs
— BEMsiep A H-d¢ka 1 NEWroL DSAMPLE-relf
N I=--ereees L R TR R EF R PP EE PR
g1
3 L
§ 0.8 - ket e
s | S
g n
e N L0 S A

20
track ref. point z (cm)

-20 —10 0 10 30

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


