[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.05

0.025¢ |-+t froeenn IRRRRE e

0.005f-++-wevefeeerens T SR
: ¥

o Of TR B

B L2 I i I o R
o [ H 1

1:» |- :‘- wied -] - 1»-5 ------------

B

=
2
N

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.

N

5

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

Ratio

Do 11 =

S‘TThtfaault

e ogjﬂ':ck PgiteiLess

Efficieng B3 H-dsiadlikewToL psampLE

Cooog
KOO0
===<g
|
@@
o0

e

€
N0.02————

018F----t----
0 Tc| SERRRRTSERR

5 ERN 3| A T
9 ol } 01—
2y n : :}H 3
D.014F |- f L et + il
=l C : : Ili'lﬁ : :
£0.012F -+t fHA- - SRR o
o E : : : |i i !
0.01F b fboefeeeees 1 : R
0.008f =i ff-1off-ooedoe A
O e [ | EECEEE LR o |11 KRR
0,004 fl Al A
0.002F A
o O:llllil il ) I |
R SRR S & | Rt 7 B | A
e B I T AN N | ERS RN
1} --------------------
0835 2030

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.05
>
20.045
1S
=0.04
$.035
&
c 0.03
@
8.025
(0]
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005 : : : :
0
: : I + 1
v g e
| R + ti 1 S
S H'l%ﬁ‘fﬁfq |
H L LELL

50

Ratio

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8*

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

15

Ratio

iy

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

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

05

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>
3 0.45

IS
5 04

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

o
oo
o1 N

take+duplicates rate vs

©
i

0.05]

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

Ratio

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

0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


