[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
~ 0.8

efficiency vs ver

0.1 + T
é-'+++++ i aesrsettt g :
r 1= .......I*. W™ T

Ratio
N
s
]
-
—

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

11111
TooUoog

Efficienq —— %g

~ 0.8

o
]

efficiency vs ver
© o o o
w N 6] (o]

©
[N

0.1

Ratio
S
T

: : : : ]
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5

>

8.0.45

£

'(7)0.4

20.35

P :
c 0.3 :
o :
@] H
£0.25 :
[J] H

0.2 ;

0.15 :

0.1 * R S SR S
T s T
g 4---- RN TR LEEEEE A LR

R S S S S S

20-15 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

coc
[29'8"
[Sretere)
ol o
D8 o
(7
o
DoDD,
[SSisis )
220D
TS

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2~

)
.

Ratio

0.9
0.8

0t 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

rate vs Sim
o

© w

w O

(%]

(]

£0.25

(&)

= 0.2

=]

$0.15

e

< 0.1:—
0.05F -

ko) Op--!

A T

2

0.9

0.8

I T e eeveeveces ;
=20 -15 -10 -5 O 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


