[ Effici

ency vs vertpos |

= 0.05
9.045
2
2.0.04
(8]
@.035
=]
$0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

10

Ratio

Efficiend

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

~ 0.05
9.045

o = T T T
F " | . N H
e e > : : :
F %] B : N
E Q L : : :
- .S 0.8 i e "
:_ _____________________________________________ o r . . 3
e H N =] o . .
E 3 :
:_ ______________________________________ + r : :
F : H : L 0.6tk
= ® - . .
E 8 : .
3 N RS i G
T 3
= B B o E . T3
E -+ )| I 45 :
1 35 Lt (|- o 1 LA A
E : - i T LT 1 T ] 1
E. AUHES - -H-FHAE R T R
E b 4+ E + 1 6 . P -+
-—2 : -1 = 0'9-—2 : -1 = : 2
10 10 1 10 10 1 10. 0
track ref. point r (cm
— o
=3 :EfEEﬁ'éﬁi’Uloct)evt
—— BAVENE R e
—— BEN-HESTSLHIT-18885VE 500001
E 1— ------------ Bewemooamoomannnann e

[%2]

£0.04
>

(&]
9.035
£0.03

()
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

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

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

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

0

Ratio

0.9

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Effici

ency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045,
£
=0.04
9.035
Py
£0.03
.025
(]
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.6f i

0.8t
0.4f----eee o

o S

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

101

i
T

0.9F----+--

-10 0

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

10Q

08 i

=

o
©

|
N
o

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


