[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 0.5
£0.09
4
2.0.08
2
©0.07
=]
5 0.06
0.05
0.04

0.03
0.02

0.01

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

0.4

0.2

e
O e

0.6 eeie

Al 3 s .'
—

Efficiend

~ 0.0 :
©.009F--+++-5eeeeeedes
7 : :
B.008F- -+
> . .

3 : : : :
oNoloy/ SEEEE PR IR B
.006F -+t -eee e
(] . .

0.005k-+++++++---- -
0.004F- -+t it

0.003F === 4L L
0.002F-----beeee il s

0.001F- -+ wfeeeeeitf

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

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

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

lG::::!::::!::::
1.2

1.1

-
-

Ratio

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

20

~ 0.07
>
20.009
5.008
$.007
>
_a_‘:j).oos
9.005
[J]
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001
.0

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

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

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

Ratio

1.

Hy

iy

o
&

I
Hio
o

15
.PVz(cm)

30

20

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.2
0.1

10
1.05]

0.95]

)

S

O SRS B

=

TITT[TIT [T IO T T T T

R S S

0l

0.3F e

-20 -10 0

10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

TIT T[T T [ T T T [T T T T [ TT T[T TT[TTTT[TTTT]

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


