[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
= 0.01
c:TCJ.OOQ k-
.008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.00

eHicighncyys

Ratio

L O
IIIIIIIIIHIII
: H .

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

Efficiend

~ 0.05
9.045
2]
0.04
o)
9,035
o
£0.03
(]
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005
.0

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

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

Ratio

[y

0.5

20
TP vert z (cm)

10 30

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.01
>
80.009
5008
$.007
>
3.006
@
£.005
(]
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

10

4
T

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

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

&
T

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

P

Ratio

iy

|
=P
O .

0.5

15 20
. PV z(cm)

Ratio

0.4

= = [
4 i h
>
» L
Q L
-
S 0.8 ---rrrrrmmieeege e
= L
5 L
S | +
+
2 0.6_
[
- o
0.4
T
0.2f{}-
1 11 o G_ 1 +
*é 15-- - - -i---«r - -:-t- ------------------------
@ I 1 N
SRR R 0.9f- SRR
: P : 4
. 0.8 > 1
10° 10° 10~
—— DONCmKEL
—— DOM~mKEt
—— DQM”mKE[t
—— DOM”mKFIt
N e [ TS D A S
n L
................................................ > [
(%]
................................................ 8 r
g 08_— ---------------------------------------------
---------------------------------- o |
>
? L
---------------------------------- P30 o] ENEERRPRCRPTR P 1§ RPN B R
4 -
.................................. [}
= L

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

0
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

10 20 30

1

0.8

D= =1 Y B I ™ = S DO
-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


