[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_

Ratio

Efficiend

~ 0.1
20.09
n

> 0.08F
>

2
90'07
3]

£ 0.06
(]
0.05F
0.04
0.03F
0.02
0.

Ratio

0.2
20.18F
‘g o
>\0.16_—
o C
50.14_—
[ o
£0.12F
0.1
0.08--
0.06}+
0.04F
0.02

L

0.

L

0.

OF

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

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

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

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

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

A
4 02F¢ -t
E [0 | R
ok A T BT R
- b o +Ww 5 . .
F 5 g f 5
; 14 22 :
17 A0 R ES R Fopdd e 1}0«:‘",“_ S B e
o950 . : " 0.95L . : "
10° 10™ 1 10™ 10 0.
TP vertr (cm track ref. point r (cm
= B NENaeR speceresey o
—— DOM™mKEIt"TTNEW; e;au t:sEecPLessS ow
—— DOM—mkFiIt_TT_NEWderault_specPLess4-low|

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

01

[y
T

95)

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.1

>
2. 0.09

E

50.08
20.07
)
20.06,
@
(&}
£0.05
()
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.

Ratio

FRVS)

0.952

01

0

250 =15 -10

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

-5

N

20.45

ake+dupllcates

Ratio

o

20.25

0.15

0.05

0.5

w °
a_»

©
w

0.2

0.1

2.

iy

- LEEEEEE e | < |

0.95

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

0.5

>
A0.45

E
7]

0.4

\%
o
w
o

TP T [ TT T [T [ IO T[T [T [ T[T Tree

take+duplicates rate vs

©

o
w

0.25

b 0N

nET I O
1.9 T
%916 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


