[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs vert r

Efficiend

efficiency vs vert z

Ratio

o
©
*

©
o2}
T

| R S EELREEL LR, oot """"""

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

©
©
T

©
2}

093 —=20 -10

ol

iy

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

— 0.5 -
L RS N S— —

[
>

ake+dupllcates

©
»
|

TR R N — —

©
w
T

P SRS NN S
0.
0.15F -+ ¥ Breeeeeenensd e
01—* ------------ ------------ s
0.05—--,--------5 ------------ ------------- SRR

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

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

T .

StE]

FI

—a— DIV OTTUITdar llUdl TaSEL-TTEW b'UllI
—e— D _mfd"d:lt ste ase]-| new [
—— D j@ng{le —ste| 2‘tt a sel eom
—_— B _a

erlc step2 ttbar pﬁasel -newgeom

T
o J ,W-"'M*

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

o
o))
T

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

o
o]
7
...,E.......
_?f
d

R S L S S S S S

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

.Z

fake+duplicates vs

Ratio

©
©
T

o
2}
f

V) PP P wrurars srwarrsd I PR

L

10 20 3
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.7 X T
> . . . . . . .
S S S S

E

L S S St S
U R S S S S
9 : : : : : :
e it St ST S S
¢ Lo i :
Rt S A S A S

Q :
=0.04
>

0 -16 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 2

0

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

Sim. PV z (cm)

0



	Contents
	Page 1


