[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr
~ 0.05

9.045
2
20.04
(8]
$.035
[
£0.03
0.025

0.02
0.015:— ; : : : .
0-012—# ---------- f : ? 0.2 oaet Tl e
0.005F : : + : ;

10
1.2

l_ """""" ' """""" """" e

T ERSR — — ek

) S

take+duplicates vs. r

97 SNSRI NSRS SO SO

It W&gﬂ#—w}

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

Ratio
Ratio

1.

.
e
s

1 I
0.95

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

II'IUW%[

eFau _specPLess1-lowpt
efault_specPLess2-lowpt
e;aut specPLess3-lowpt
e owpt

ault_specPLess4-|

Efficienq —

~ 0.05

0.8

9.045 07 b b
%) 'k H H H H H
20.04 S

>

3 s SRS SUSUPS SR SRS RTINS SR
9.035 : : : : :

3]
£0.03
©
0.025F
0.02

0.015F : ' : ' : : I T : :
E : : : : : 0.2~ T SRR Tyt Es? AT IPRPRE s
% NS R A S A L A
______ BRI 3 SRS SR S S s

T L e R
) ﬁ#ﬁwﬁ ________ *ﬁ ++?$+_+;,_+f

R IUPORS SO RSO S
: .++ : # :

take+duplicates vs. z

0.005

7 TIPS IR I D DI

2.

Ratio
Ratio

1.

10 20 30 093 =20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.02 T T T T T T T ~n 0.5
> Fooror >
20.018 2 0.45
5016 £ 04
$.014
>
9.012
<]

2 0.01F
5]
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

take+duplicates rate vs
o
= ©
a1 N

©
i

=15 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20 07215 =10 -5 0
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


