[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

-
o
o
(]
>
»
>
>
o
c
[

)
=
)

= : : = h—------ R R SRR
E : : 4 L :
0.09F [ {-mrimrrmreees e e a L
E : : ich 3
0 R B R R T e %
E : : =
0.07F - fromriememeeeboeeees e =
Eo4 : : ?
0.06F - F-reeivremermmmmnibeeieen e 3
E ¥ : : X
0.05F - -{----iemmmmm b e s
0.04F [ [ Feeseseeeeees e
0.03F-+f-reeriveseraeeeas Feeeeeeeeen e
0.02F -+ P Feeeeeeeeen e
0 R B SCLRTEIERE e
L of— ! i ||||||! L o h !
: : T i i
iy : 14 I ]
- LR L 1H1+ R T
: : 1 il : :
I : + [+ : :
0.95 0.95
1072 107 1 10 0? 1072 107t 10 0?
TP vertr (cm track ref. point r (cm
—— DM MRETXiMiTusPUTetram2=fowpt
(e = B i AR e e
Efficiend —— DOM—mKkFEIt=XiMinusPU—NEW; e¥au t:sEecPLesss-z
—— D mKkFIt—XiMinusPU_NEWdertault_specPLess4-2

N

0.4

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.05

9.045

[
>
>

0.04

(8]
9.035

e
=
)

0.03

0.025

0.02

0.015

0.01

0.005

Ratio

Vs

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

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

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

..........

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N

0.05

>
50.045

£
n

0.04

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

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

-
..~ .-
Fooo |l

1 - T

P08 6 -4 20 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.95

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.3

iy

P08 6 4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


