[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 0.1
2.0.08F
2
3 0.07F
) :
% 0.06F i
0.0BF--+--eeeni-
0.04F----e--
0.03F----eoxie-
0.02F -
0.01F-------o-i--
&

R RN N S— —
4 B N

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

10 |"|||||i"

Ratio

115-*#--------5 R A E 1
1;. ----- P A

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

0.5

o

w ©
O O
[T

o
w
|

fake+duplicates vs. r
o

0.25F

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

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

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

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

Efficiend

~ 0.5
$0.45
0

> 0.4
>

<
£0.35
0.3

0.25
0.2

0.15

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

effic

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

...........

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

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

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

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

0 I -l
||' . . 1
e TS S S AL L
o J..G:""!"" .||||!||||
5 bl Lt LRI
x o L LT
r PeH (1]
i+ ;

-30

-20 -10 0

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim

PVz |

~ 0.07
>
20.009
5.008
$.007
>
_a_‘:j).oos
$.005
[J]
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

10

Ratio

1.

B

i

|
N
o

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

-5 0 5

0.8~

0.6~

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.4

e
T

i 3
o <

-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+d

uplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.5
>

8045
0.4
£0.35

Sim

o o
oK o
N 01 W

o 9 Pk
= Ol

fake+duplicates rate

i
T

T
P
=7

%55

15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


