[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.05
9.045
4
20.04
(8]
$.035
[
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

10

A RARRN LAALS RARAI RARAEN

Ratio

1.1

1

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8 --eemsioe

0.6 {-ige -

take+duplicates vs. r

T T T
==

0.4

0.2

LanE-

| R o A e e A

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

Ratio
P
N
e

AN * | |44
1 T4 ="
= |

Efficiend

| L IUllgllldl
Eit_TT_JanUpdate-noErr
FIt_TT. ﬂanU ate-statkerr
F B

~ 0.1

LN RS SAGIAE SRS SRS S
") . . . . o
L S B R SR
> : : : :
2 : : : :
TRl T S
S : : : :
O o E L S
o : : : :
e SRRt HAIE SIS SRR

0.04f -+ heenees
X0l SRR S A

0.02F -] -
0.01 -+ |-
0

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

........

14 B

Ratio

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

30

~ 0.05
>
80.045
=
=0.04
%.035
3
20.03
@
8.025
(]
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005

Ratio
P
N

e |
SR 5 S LA
»’:-qb-n---ch: -----

D0 =15 =10

0 5

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.5
0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
£0.25

ake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

‘.[ﬁ

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

. S AR

] ENS SR S

Ratio
P

oL

=10

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


