[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

- 05 , : :
s R FRCRTIRNS s LIt
%] H H H

2 04—-~~~-~e ------------ e e

S
i

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

l_

o
©
T

©
o2}

fake+duplicates vs. r

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

T

FTI
——i—:
LY

s
1ty

ik 1] i
14 . +|T H
0.95 21" - L , 095’
10° 10° 1 10 0 10° 0.
TP vertr (cm track ref. point r (cm
— DOM l IIIdI SLE] llUdl TaSEL-TTEW (:'UHI
—e— DOM™m |t ste ase]-| new €
ici —_— Bém n Ie —ste) ‘tt ar tgasesle%e eom
@ —— DOQM™pix eTCPETEmpae step2 t‘ggr pWasel newgeom
~ 0.5 ~n 0.8
5] E o LU COROR S e
>0.45¢ : : : : : 0.7
1Y o : : : : :
> 04_— """ prrrTTTrATrTre prerTrrTTATTrTt [
E : : : : 0.6

L I R e S S
0.3
0.25
0.2f-
0.15}
0.

efficiel

0.05F 1
o O:II 11
s
o

0.9111
0._€‘t:0 o)

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

il

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
00.045

E

=0.04
% 035
5003
@ 025
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005

o J..UG_ TI
T E_ L) |
L ba
0.95F- 38 I
0.9k LR
=20 5 10 15 2

30

Sim. PV z (cm)

0

o
&)

fake+duplicates vs.

o
D
T

©
w

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5

L
S 0.3
4
£0.25
2
= 0.2

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

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

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

0 -15 -10 =5 0 5

10 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


