[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 1.2

0.8

efficiency vs vert

0.6

Ratio

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

~N 1.2

0.8

efficiency vs vert

0.6

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

=~ 0.0]

& : : :
D009+ wrrerrieeeenenees SRRTEIEERE RRREIE
] N N

©.008F e eeeieeeeeen Rt e
0 : :
B.007F------ooeioeeeeee SRRTETEERE e
° H H

D006 oo Rt e
= . .

B.005F - SRRTETEERE e
0.004f -+ P Feeeeeeeeen e

0.003F

0.002f -+ fromen SRS e
01031: SERRRRES SR o e

Ratio

=— R3Nm '.'t"*'sré‘“ 7000, eraspOiogy é’
—_— B M ?n Ie —ste) 1000 eta2 0t02
—— DOQM™pix eTCPE plate StepzD ptlBOO eta2p0to2p5

Ratio

: : e T
L IR T e o MY

-20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[Effici

ency vs.simPV z |

N 1.2

0.8

0.6

efficiency vs Sim. PV

Ratio

10 15 20

E R
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0%
$.009
)
$.008
Q
®.007
>
o)
9.006
X
®.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

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

o GOF
5 r
o r
0.5 -

o

-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
>

1727374
Sim. PV z (cm)

=3TETE0



	Contents
	Page 1


