[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr
- 05

+— E H H H L l_""""": """""" coTtrrrTe P i
- E : : : @ i : : :
T e e > [ : : '
- . . . (2] .
2 0aF- o s Lo s Q 3 : : :
2 ; : S OR:] e AL Frrererenees
E = 3 : : :
2 L
© 3 : :
S e It
4@ : “"I-.'

1) S LS — —

0.2

4‘%

Ratio

I TTOTTOTTT
Eit”TT _néwstu
Fit"TT newStu 4
Fit"_TT"newstu
FIt_TT_newStu

~ 0.5
T S R P R

@ 045_ ______ o P o P o X : : : : :
O IS Nt it B 1 s e S S
503% : : : : : i M*E*t*#* éﬁﬂﬁ

T |
T e
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

efticl
take+duplicates vs. z
%

0.6 L

------------------------------------------- 0 T YN D A

W M

I
- .

e

_||||.| OrTTTrT

AP T s il P V) PP PP I P PO

b

20 30 0936 =20 10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio
r

E........b

Ratio

o
©
a1
<

+
="

o
S

rI
o
|
N
o
|
=
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.05 0.8
>
50.045
IS
=0.04
$.035
3
< 0.03
[©]
8.025
®
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

1.0

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio
Ratio

0%6=15 10 5 0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


