[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
1.2

etticiency vs vert r

X IS S A o

Ratio

0.954

1072 107 1

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

—=— DQM_mkFit_XiMinusPU_retrain2-lowpt

Efficiend —— pQM_mkFit_xiMinusPUold-lowpt

0.95!

N 0.5: -
L s o e e —

1) o : H : :
> 04 [ARRREERE RERI CRR 'J EERREERIERERELE FRRERREE

> E : : :

& E : : : :
9035:_ """ E'""""E R & W .' """"

o E : : i :
£ 0.3 RS R A 1| S AR Preenees

o E : : B :
0.25F-++ecbereees DR ¢ | H S PR
7R N OO R ] —
SRS SRR TR SO | -
0
Y MU SSRRRIS AN SUSROOS1 SO S
e RIS SIS SIS S S S

T r :
o [ :
| Fonenes 4 4+ F
30 -20 -10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
1.2

TP vert z (cm)

10 20 30

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

0.2+ e

O e o

O RS SRS R

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

Ratio

0.95

o
©

o
TTTrTTT
T
i
T
i
T
H

|
[qmmnn,
o
...
a1
(=)
a1

Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20




	Contents
	Page 1


