[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

i fﬁ#ﬁfﬁ#ﬁ """ —

: R T

Efficiend

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

L. l_""""": """ e il
(2] L . .
> :+ :
n 3 : :
L : :
S0 X:  ECTICIURN SRS ERIR SECRORPIE SRR
: : %
S o N
? 3 '
g 06 -4t
— L +++
[+

0.4 e

02— ------------------------------------------------
g =0 : : :
IS S
nd

iy

0.95

T TR T T

>
o

<

o

T

<

3

—— DM MRET_TT Tetraim

o BV mEE-H-NEWderadl-Spechresss
—— DQM™m FIt:TT*NEW e;au t“specPLess3
—— DOM_mKFIt_TT_NEWdetault_specPLess

~ 0.1
20.09
n
>0.08
>
2
90'07
3]
£ 0.06
(]
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.
>
2.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
3
20.06,
[}
(&}
£0.05
()
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

0
4

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio
N

------- B

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

Ratio

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


