[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

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

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

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

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

. SR S P R
T SRS N — -

L

o

0.2

ol 2

1.05

-
+

0.95

Efficiend

~ 0.5
20.45
n

> 04
>

2
$0.35
0.3

0.25]
0.2

0.15

ettici

Ratio

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~n 0.2
> N R T

L e A A cTTTTT R e
S o : : : : :
T i S S A

LZIFV) O R T O e e
> . . . . . .

o N S SR Sl RS

o) F : : : : : :

o o . . . . . . .

£ O0Qrrrrererioeeee [ T S [ I

© 3 : : : : : :
R S RS s

Y SR I I N
0.04f---- RPN S I
0.02F

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio
r
b .

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

| 4

%50

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

= R SURU U SUNUE AU
A i S A A

E
7]

\%
o
w
o
T

take+duplicates rate vs

Ratio

O S N s
: . L]

S s

0.5

)OO PO s

o
w
T

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

o
I
Y
#

o
=

9515 10 5 0 5 10 1b 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


