[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

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

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

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

TT T T T

<+

0.95 : :
1072 10 1

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

= P .-
%) L : : :

2 : : :

w L

Q L . . .

= : : :

§ 0.8 o o IR
6_ B . . .

S L

S L

¥

[0}

X

©

S

+

|| | E|*’
I e

+

Ratio
Ehs

MKEIL_TToriginal
mkFit_TT pL
mkFit_TT_pLW
mkFit TT pLW_IMP

<4

DQ
DQ
Efficiend —— B3

~ 0.5
20.45
n
> 04
>
2
$0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

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

ettici

[ o
&

o;.\,OE"'i""i" raunllBl EPPRRETH |
g f
hd [
1 Pl
9™p 20 -10 0 10 20 30

oY)
o

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
N 0.02r

>
50.018F
5.016F
%.014F
> -
D.012F
@
S F
£ 0.01F
q) -
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

1.0

Ratio

1

09557215 -10 -5

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

1R S —

Al AN

0.4ft -

take+duplicates vs. z

0.2

T T 1_[—F—

Ratio

[y
TTTT T

0% 0 30

track ref. point z (cm)

W
o

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

= U SURN U SUNU AU
A i SR R R
% (0| T P Y o

\%
o
w
o

0.25

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

o
w

I|||| ||||I
i

g
_e_l

o

=

(4]
I

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

take+duplicates rate vs
; o
N
I

©
i

0.05]

Ratio

1

T
4
e

05 =15 210 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


