[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
— 0.1

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

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

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

1_ """""" P """"""

fake+duplicates vs. r
o
o]
T T !
== :
—a—

o
ICD
B
.
H

Y ARSI SR S— A

matvector_1060evt

llll!{

Efficiend —— %g

E Iczgggégg%%igﬁ HORSbTLIERS 1000evt

N 0.02——————
X P T SRSORY O USRNSSR S 5_ _______
(2] » : : . : :
B.0165 -t
P .

3 F :
D.014---- R e R R
Y RSO NSO
o F : :

0.04=------ RS (ER T REEEEE EEREE

0.008F -+ eeferisloeneiies
0.006 : :

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~0.02

o>c_>.0182
H.016
‘:’é 014
éc’) 012f
£ 2 0.0%F
0.008:
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F
10

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

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

—
1k
i

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

z
.
I
i

o
©

o
fe)

fake+duplicates vs.

I
N

0 10 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8

S e e
0.6

0.5

L

L e 1 e

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

T

e s e
105

1.05]

Ratio

09510 5 0 5 10 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


