[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

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

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

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

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

0.04F ﬂ T P
0,02 oo i ------- t I
o J-G-: . il r a0 I! r il S
§ 1.05 — 1 E S
AR | R e

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

P | R R EEE R CEEEEEEEEEE e e
4 -

>

> [

Q L . H

< H H

§ 0.8 eieeee A b
6_ B .

s [

st : :

o e e
© .

+— - -

e I

L :.-".+
b .
= = +| :
- . .
02------ . I
=
I~ ‘-l-'.' .
e

Ratio
|
i

¥

DOM—TT
DOQM™m
tici BeM-m
Efficienq —— BMm

t—TTorgiar

1T J gn UE g ate-

~n 0.2

Lo.18f-- i

[7)] C .
>0.16fF------:-
> r N
2 F :
g0-14p
s F :
£0.12F-----+
() - N

0.1

0.08

po {r{ |
ook Il Rl
Y07 RS 1 SR SO

Vs

<
e
-

Ratio

e

| I :. - l heid feal NME

N

L4 |-

0-95; =10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.1
>
a 0.09
IS
7 0.08
£0.07
2y
c0.06
@
o
£0.05
5}
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.03

1.0

Ratio

-

=
T
A

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

05215210 5 0

N o P S S
0 L

> -

L N N N
S SN A
Che T

=} . . . .

? r N N N N

$ 0.6 e TR T SREEY ERET PEEPPRD
X - N N N :

m . . . .

3

Ratio

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~n 0.2

0955545 210 5 0510 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


