| Efficiency vs vertpos

= 0.05

Q) 04BF- -+ eeeeieeeen
g .
2.0.04F oo
Q :
Dossf |
) :
% 0.03F--
0.025F------- PR RO B 3 2
0.02F-+---<f-fi- [
0.015E 1L L

0.0~

i

&

0.005] 5—1* 1%
OF

Ratio

1.5f---- R

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

=1 Fo S ———
7 N
S .
7]
i)
8 o8 e
o .
> N
kel + -
¥ :
B Ne e R § EESEERETE SERL & § RN ARCIERIIEERS
o] L
=
- EX -
R L Rt Stttk EELLCIEEIEERS
- :F
- -
0.2 A i
: E 3
s
o Of Y L T BRI .......! L
'*é 1A -
a4 i)
1.20 ]
lir-ﬁ

—ehoC

11111

||n{vcuu| 1660evt

%%igﬁ TRORSLTLIER2 1000evt

N~ 0.7

$0.09F -~
o . .
> 0.08F koo
> . .
S0.07F--weebenee :
50.07 : ;
£ 0.06F oo
o : :
0.05F--++-wieeeees|d
0.04F - sbeneene f
0.03F----eeeoe
0.02F++-ekeeees B8 SRR
.00 -+-+beeee | Fedgrobiopinc

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

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

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

[ Efficiency vs.

10 20 30

~ 0.07
o>c_).009
5.008
‘:’é 007,
éc’) 006
;,%) 005
"0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

o

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

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

19

Ratio

iy

0.5

L

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

z
1
¥
H
'
"
H

o
©
I

o
fe)
I

fake+duplicates vs.

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

I
N
I

F . F—

Ratio

i

3020 =10 010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio
=
s

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


