[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.6

= 0.02p : - e PR AR R
= E : : : % [ : : :
D.018F - i ANl AR e ; L
n E : : : j4 L
g.OIG:— """""""""""""" Jr e S 0.8
@014 ---eeeeienemeeeben oo s |
o o ° L
+
)
X
o

0.4

3

0.2

o
T T T

Ratio
N
e T
PR

, ";iifg """" !

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

A

0.5
1072

[ofeXeXeks:

P T T~

P3_TT é)ault

g%‘q’_‘clé P|>]eILess

p3 e;au tNEWTOLDSAMPLE

Efficienq ——

~ 0.1

N T P — P S
$0.09 I
2 008 g L
> SJCE: it SR o S At s S
£0.07 s [ : : : :
5 N R
5008 RS R e S S S
X - . . . . .
0.05 s [ ' ' ' '

0.04
0.03
0.02

0.01F , ]l
| T I A EXee | A ok P
[T S Leeenens ’ : : : : : : :

ot

Ratio
Ratio

N SUSUOSORO 1

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

AR USRI 00 1 || S
-30 20 -10 0 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.01 1

N
>
o
=
n 0.8
w
>
9 : : :
o 0.6 -1
[7:) L
40'—‘) - e
= :
8 L
- o 04
E S L
ol °
E T L
: ¢ ¢
E < 0.2
o :. o LQ"'I"
I r I
@ L @

B
I
il

N
RARRNRERL
1'
]

0208 6 -4 2 0 2 4 6 8 10 108 6 4 20 2 4 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)

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




	Contents
	Page 1


