[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

-
o
o
(]
>
»
>
>
o
c
[

)
=
)

Ratio

Efficiend

0.4

0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

1.0

0.95

—
o : . i | R R R " T
E (g - : o *
R A SR - : meeataes” +
F [) L . =
R Lt LE TR PP PP PP T . =
E 3] 0.8—""""":';;.‘ """"""""""""""""""
o = o =
e o i
o S - Pl
o ? - - .

i i I A e o e e e m el e
3 % 0.6[ R
1 ' = -+
L 0 P T
E e
¥ [
IR Ot R L AR
I . o
T i T :
| o N
Ay e <& :
- 2 : 1 2 0.05L 2 ; 1 : 2

10° 10° 1 10 0 10™ 10 10. 0

TP vertr (cm track ref. point r (cm
—— BN e specpressyon
—— DOM™m Ft:TT*NEch;au t:sEecPLessS- ow
—— DOM”mKFIt_TT_"NEWdefault_specPLess4-low|

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

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

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-20 -10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N
>
o

£
n

Y
>
>

[S]
c
()

=
£
3]

Ratio

0.1

0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06)
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

0

FRVS)

I
i
e
3
%

0.952

0 =15 =10 -5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

0.95}

=3

-20 -10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.952

0 =15 =10 =5 0

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


