[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

=

b=
]
>
0
>
[5)
o

Q@
3]

=
©

Ratio

Efficiend

efficiency vs vert z

Ratio

2.0.08

5 0.06

0.5
0.09

0.07

0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

1.0

e

L B AR RN R R RN RN R RRRRN LR LA RRR AR LRRRN LRRR

o
©
a

=
2

.......... fememeaeeeah e
: {'I: :
""""" "qp%#
A “»wn+“.i+ L Ll L
= B -;mr- -----------
: k4
2 101

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.2

0.8

7 SRR b

1_ """""" ' """

X IR O b

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

Ratio

107 ot

1
track ref. pomt r (cr%)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

e

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N

>
0o.

S

0.05
045

50.04

2.

C

é‘)

0.

0.

Ratio

035
O 03
025
0.02
015
0.01
005

e!

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

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

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

1.05]

i

%55

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2~

0.8~

0.6~

Ratio

i
TTT Ty T

055

-20 -10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5

0.3

i
T

0956215 -10 5

05

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


