[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

Ratio

Efficiend

~ 0.5
20.45
n

> 04
>

2
$0.35
0.3

0.25]
0.2

0.15

ettici

Ratio

o

1072

OAE b e )
0.05F -

O ;

1.052— ' ' ' v

0BG 30 10 0 10 20

BN S SO .

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

s
4

T R T T T T [T [T [ TT T[T T [T [T 17T T

©
i
2
"
"
+
7
r
*
;
o
- >
—
PP
s
4
Ll .
H—
=
——

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

0.2

l_ """""" ' """""" """" e

T ERSR — — - *

06:~-~~-~é ------------ é ............. é ..... '

9% SRR SO —

L

L‘w@“*ﬁ.. a | P A
L - T ; T4
H- | T + +

t—TTom Illdl

Et—TT anU g%g Qtoal%lrzrrr
Et*TT ﬂanUE ate-g%? Err

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

e 7
L & |
3
[

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05
>
00.045

E

=0.04
%.035
ey
20.03
@
8.025
(]
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

10
1.05

Ratio

0.95F-

0.9

30

1

515 10 5 0 b
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.

0.

+ O

0.9

s s e e

0,55— ------ eeeeeeederanens reenedenenens e 4

|'b T
=
2
e
==
=
il

sy g
e L LU

055

) AN SUURRUE SOOI SUURUOS SO SO

T3 T

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

30 -20

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>

3 0.45
0.4

E
7]

\%
o
w
o

Ratio

take+duplicates rate vs

o
=
(@)

©
i

0.05]

o
w

0.25

©
N

09557215 <10

-+
4
| T
L T
-5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


