[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.5
Y B TS S

tr

1072 101 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

{{Wﬂg atvector—t066evt

11111

Efficiend —— %g

:§§§§T?— ‘T)g'z 1000evt

~ 0.05 : . . . .
Bowsdd bl

L R e R R
> - . . . . .
8] F H . N N .
@-035:_ """ ottt tttttTYTCTYIUTICYT
(AR NN FITNR S M —
[©] F : N N N N
R e Bt SRS SR | S SR
7 SO O S M
T R S s s
T T

0.005F -+ H*@_._,ﬂm :

NP I N PP B

1.0

Ratio

1313

e

993520 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.0

>
20.009
5.008
$.007

>
_a_‘:j).oos
$.005

[J]
0.004
0.003

0.002
0.001
P | ]
S
T L
a4 [
1_— ------ L ERE

0%55"15 10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

- -

0935 =20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

09%56~15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


