[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

ertr

Efficiend

N

$0.18F
[
>0.16
>
2
$0.14
£0.12
()

Ratio

> 0.45]

0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

0.5

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

Q.

He

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.3

0.2

R RN SR S —

AT ||lJ.LL1Jr+H%§'|"|‘v"“ _________

1‘%71 {lllITIIIIIII

10?

1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

0.2

0.1

&

o
o

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-20

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.02p
o>c_>.0182
H.016
‘:’é 014
éc’) 012f
£ 2 0.0%F
0.008:
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

Ratio

10

1.05]

i

o HEZ

o . - LaNENN o .
Rl A v s s f o on a e s eI RE D S B SRR
n h : - ; s v b

095515 10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

= % = I zﬂ%éﬁﬂ sratvector—teeeevt
—_— 1 C
— :£ ﬁs %%igﬁ 1RO TLIERS 1000evt
o . . N e A an-u
N S g T
- B . . N o %))
S B Y 1 e 2
F| 5 5 5 5 g o8
pRRRl B {1 EEEEEECEERS [RRRLEEE s
. 3 {1 SR SRR | F 9 7 06
E : : : : : e -
pRil B RT R SR R R Feeeeeeniee il &
] g
L T
E....I....I....;....;....I.... ol-wn-""i""i""i""i""!""
- &
1+ $- 1

025

-20 -10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>

0-0.45¢
£
7] 0.4

Vi
o
w
T

0.3
O 25

o

fake+duplicate s rate vs
o © i ©
e

0955~15 10 5 0

5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


