[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

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

0.005]

Ratio

=

o

(3l
RERAREREERRRR)

;

0.95

1072

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

=

0.8

0.4

0.6

o.z%

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

fa)
L.
I e : :
] SANNEE ILdH JUE3
-4
i o caC
I SITL T+ T4
I Lt 4 T+
0.95
.95

1072

1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

—— DQN_OT — VETTOT_TO00EVT
—— D g1 (Ta 1000evt

fficiend -8B I%tno4 O oCevt

@ —— D *ﬂt*cpggi‘lOOOevt

N 0.1 T T

= E : : :

(3] eeee- A e

0.09 : : :

[ F . . .

>0.08------ [ L [ SR

> E . . .

g F N . .

§0.07F ; : : : 1

(&) F .

E 0.06 -+ it

o E : :
0.0BF -+ [+ eeeedeeeenes SR AR
e 20 I I R S St
e R ] KL IR
0.02F T Peneees FAR I Sht AR
0.0% et SRS B SEE FEE

-gl_wn:...l.... - ”.....I....

T E ] 1

x 15 - - - - F TR
0.95H SIS o e S R

12
o

-20 -10 0

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim

PVz |

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

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0 5

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.6~

0.4

0.2~

0-83

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

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

1_

0.8

0.6

=

. 4 T
PR 8

e 3

%55

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

-5 510 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


