[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

20.45
4
2 04
(8]
$0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

ettic

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

10
1.05

Ratio
N

0.95

0.9

lllll.r.llllllll!llll ?‘EI

=
2
N

Efficienq —

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

l_ """""" ' """""" """" e
T ERSR — — - *

take+duplicates vs. r

S T

Ratio

oot Ll i
1072 107

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

~ 0.5

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

TTTT T T T [ TTIT [ TTTT

|
W
o

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[Effici

ency vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.05

> F
D(_J.045:—
e o
:,—)0.045—
2.035F
L>)~ o
< 0.03F
) =
2.025F
(] F

0.02F-
0.015f

0.0
0.005E-

&

Ratio

o
©
al

iy

o
©

15
N

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

s s e e

R R s e

0,55— ------ b b e q

take+duplicates vs. z

hl
e

0.

st

) S TR VI

OF RSSO SRR SO SRR
Y, U D U DU PO P
R U 1111T: el (U
WA
"’:’.- gt

: AR N EARAE ] bl
™3 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

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

>
Q. 0.45F
IS
5 04F

V!

o

© w
w_a
I|||| ||||I

0.25

take+duplicates rate vs
o
= ©
a1 N
I I

©
i

0.05F

D

&

iy
IRRRRRERE}

Ratio

o
©
al

o
©
TTTT

|
N

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


