[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—0.05
$.045
2
20.04
(&)
$.035
O
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

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

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

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

10Q

Ratio

1.1

1]

RS AN R LRRR RAREY LN LA LAY LALRS LALLE RARE LRRRN LARR

B

=
2

Efficiend

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

1

0.8

0.6

~ 0.5
20.45
o
> 04
>
2
50.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

effic

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5
>
D—_0.45
£
175} 0.4
£0.35
0.3
©
£0.25
©
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

iency

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

0

Ratio

..........

Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

m : : : o
: : : }E e i ki el
. . o
: : : 0.9(H+
2 : 1 2 0‘8-—2 ; 1 : 2
10° 1 10 0 10° 10~ 10. 0
TP vertr (cm track ref. point r (cm
—— DOM_oTIgiTat_Ste] t10 20 eta0potoops
—e— DOM~angle_ste| 2" mftoZO eTal dtjoo 4P
= BéM?%ﬁ e o el
—— DOQM_CPEpixell 2__ptIto20 etaOpOtoOp4
N | [ BB een oo
5 | :
> -
[%]
2 -
S 08_— --------------------------------------------
=3
>
©
+ nalb—ooo b .
Q
X
©
&

le-

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

=

20
track ref. point z (cm)

0 10 30

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

4
)7/ EURTRE SRR ARRE B ) chr Sl DR
: -
0.2 SSRRE B
G-IIII |i
L .
1 e
g
0.9
0.8

0z

5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


