[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

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

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

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

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

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

0.005F- -
¥
o O -
o = I (EERPRH! B
x f :
1:—0#-«» ------ i
0.5: ]
1072 101

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

]

fake+duplicates vs. r

Y ARSI SR S— A

|}— . -

—ehoC

11111

4

il 4Zg§8§..n{vmu. +606evt
§

%%igﬁ TRORSLTLIER2 1000evt

~ 0.5

B0.45E -
2 0.4F------
coss— ------
o
L S R
0
T SRR R
O R R
s IR

efficie

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

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

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

r\Euuuui:::: Pl BN R ET N R AT
o +0f : :
T r | ] ;
14 [ i i |||
el L R
%9 20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.021

%.018f--
S.o16- e i
‘:’é014f— ------ R
&’)0122— ------ o
tomj— ------ .......
o.oosj— ------ .......

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

0.006F
0.004fF
0.002F

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

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

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

Ratio

0.8
0.6

CIIII.IIII.II + |.||
1.2f-eeee ERRRREES ST EE R

5 0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

. Z

o
©
I

o
fe)
I

fake+duplicates vs

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

I
N
I

-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

o
o
I

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z
o
:T T

Ratio

055" 15 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


