[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 0.0%
$.009
)
9.008
(&)
$.007
_U
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

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

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

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

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

10Q

Ratio

1.1

1]

+

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

3

1072

Efficiend

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

o
©

©
o2}
T

R i ke

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

|
i

11111
TooUoog

N
[Si=i=i=ng

]
0000
T
(DD DD
OO OY
B
[COTO
AR

~ 0.0
9.009
%))
9.008
&
9.007
‘©
$.006
[
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]
1.0

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

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

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

Ratio
N

Trrr IIIIIIIII

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~n0.02
>
£0.018
Ho16
9.014
>
B.012
K]

£ 0.01F
[J]

0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

0-8 6 -4 2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.95)

o
2}

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

e h-

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.
0.
0.4H-

0.2

0.95

o)

I+=-r------ R R EE R FREEEEE EEEEEr ERREEE

I R RS NS A

Py (U SO OO SOt OO SO

6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

4



	Contents
	Page 1


