[Effici

ency vs vertpos |

~ 0.4
o

20.09
2
20.08
(&)
50.07
O
£0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

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

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

1.9

Ratio

o
©
a

=
2
N

Efficiend

~ 0.2

2018:— ----- —. ........ __ ________ _ _______
% - : : : : .

>0.16----- Feeeeeedeen P SR
) : b . B .

20 14F : :
5014+
=] - B o
E0.12F------F-eeme e et
[} : : : :
01__ """ E’ """" ? - ---.E....____‘: ________ T
0.08F -+ iennns f H+ _______
0.06f-++-+--ooe ; +* :
0.04F----- Beeeen S ++

0.02f+++-ch oo gl
L OF

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

— 0.0%
@
.009
[V
%9.008
S
8.007
©
$.006
X
$H.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

QE

101

—— e tHoT P8
== AV ?aff Ud it 1p4 cratede
=W E g
— —pixelCPETemplateCu 1Square eta. (]

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

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

Ratio

H
T

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.2

>
0.0.18f

E

efficienc

0.16F
>0 14F
co 12F

0.15
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

0

Ratio

0955215210

FRVS)

5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

N 0 0]
$.009
)
$.008
Q
®.007
>
o)
9.006
X
9.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

QE

-10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.01
>
0.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
[%]
£.005
Q
2.004
>

20 40

30 20 0

60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


