[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_

vert

efficiency vs

Efficiend

N
—

9

0.5

o 2
2 0a
NS

0.3

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

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

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

0.9

TP T T T T

0.8F
1072

0.05

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

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

0.8

fake+duplicates vs. r

| R I i

Ratio

101

.045

[
>0.04
>

<)
K
o
e
(]
0

0

0

Ratio

.035
0.03
.025
0.02
.015
0.0
.005

10

1

0.9

0.l

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N
>
©

%

0.02

.018
.016

9.014
>

D
oy
o
g
]
0
0
0
0

Ratio

.012

0.01~

.008
.006
.004
.002

10

&

0.9

=3 .

. ] [P ] ]
. : +[ ||

0 : + 5

1R e : 4

H AR SE :

H d1 [+ B

b T e

H he DT+ IT b :
H il . . . .
10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

éim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. z

........

0.4

0.2

.

Ratio

A
9

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8

0.7
0.6

0.5

o
N
|

©
w
T

©
N

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

o
iy

[ h
i []
TTITLTTTT

Ratio
_
N

iy

o
©
TTT

|
N
o
|
[
[é)]
|

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


