[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

J=rmeeeee s e [ A

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

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

3 : : :
02 Tttt Tt ottt

Ratio

.

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.7

> B o0 f bbb
CL_O_OQ:—. R M Tttt M R
S T T
Al S S
L0.07Fweberer i eeben e
5 E B B B H H H
AR A i Sl S Rl R S
@] E H . H H . H .
E0.0S_— ! H i A

© E : : :

0.04F -+ ieeiifroo g ool
0.03F - frif o oo ﬂ&
0.02F -5 f-gif - éreoneod
0.01

ok A A PP P IS P P P

.U

Ratio

T
‘

S £ S RN,

e

e g
[$] >0 o

L

S15 510 5 0

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.95
=2

o

icates
o
N
I

0.35 : : AT R o

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

fake+dupl
o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
e!

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

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

Ratio

0.9
0.8]
0.

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

w
o
|
o

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.5
>

8045
0.4
£0.35

Sim

o
N
g w

©
i
o1

fake+duplicates rate
o
N

o
i

Y U NN S 1 S S

Ratio

20
.PVz(cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


