[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

efficiency vs vert

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

I—!‘HI—IO-‘I-I”

Ratio
N

S S —

,
[
—

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

=~ 0.0]

g F ] ] 5

.00 ----+-voefeeeeeee Rt e
) F : :
B.008F--++-veeeerieereeeees R e
2 E : :
B.007f-+eeeeienerenenenes R e
S E : :

D.00BE - o e
X E . .

B 005+ eeeeeeieeeeees e e
0.004f -+ oo o e
0.003F-++++oseeseiesseenrins o e
0.002F -+ fromen SRS e
0.001F-++++eereeeresreenes o e
o O

IS

o

—_— DOM IIIdI SLE] I.J.UUU ClaLpULU 1]
—e— D M it Sre OOO etalpOto]
—— DQMT ?n Ie —ste 1000 etal Otol
—+— DOM™

DOQM_pix

eTCPE

plate StepzD ptlBOO etalpOtolp4

~ 05
So.45
2 04
Co 35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

efficiel

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

Ratio

++
= .

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.5
>
ﬂ-_0.45
£
175} 0.4
20.35
0.3
20.25
0.2
0.15

y

)
c
9
:1:

0.1

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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0%
$.009
)
$.008
Q
®.007
>
o)
9.006
X
®.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

St St M e

Ratio

QE

-10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.01
>
0.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
[%]
£.005
Q
2.004
>

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


