[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.5

Q 0.4Bf oo Rt e
% E : : :
> F

0.35fF -

: “z‘:z::::::::§::::::::::::g::::::::g'"g """"""

efficienc
TTTT

08

: ) 5%
o 0l -|+ R, v N Ll
',é Ea; A 5 B
o L0581 et ket et tre ket b bR
J- B R
i [X1T
0.958

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.2

0.4+ 3---*'

1_ """""" ' """""" "' """"

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

Ly iﬂﬂi ‘ﬁ%:-
ﬁ’ﬁ*ﬁﬁ' Tt IHEH i

10?

||n{vcuu| 1660evt

llll!{

Efficiend —— %g

R Th
nggé %%igﬁ 1RO TLIERS 1000evt

0.8 H H H
oo
(SR S A SORRNS RO ¥ I

0.5

efficiency vs vert z

0.4

0.3

02 .............................................
o B LR ATITRTE IR IPF SO
o o
‘CE E oy
S0 S B IR 11 1 A RV |
-4 -4 A5 'R L

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

|
w
o

|
N
o

|
=
o
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.05
D>c_).o45
Eo.04
‘:’é 035
= 20,03
;,%) 025
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005)
10

Ratio

1.

B

i

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

|
N
o
|
N
o1
1 ; o
© : s
o

. Z

fake+duplicates vs

Ratio

o
©
I

o
o)

0.2

o©
N
T T T [ T T =

| e AR Ry P .

FRVS)
4
4
B

025

-20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

>
0.0.45

£

n

Vi
o
w
T

fake+duplicate s rate vs

O 25

o
o O B
=

0.5

0.4

0.3

o
g
I I

D
T T T TTTT

i
T

%55

S5 5100 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


