[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003

efjcliencyys yert

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

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

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

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

0.950

1072

Efficiend

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

—_

[
>

ake+dupllcates

0.5

0.45

o
© w °
w oD

AR AR AR RN LRRR RNl LR RARLN LARLE RRLLE LR

+0.25

ut S ecPLessl ow

etault—specPLessa-low|

t
wpt
t
t

~ 0.021

018
016

e_E;cmacy_dgs \_@rt

014F
012F
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F
L OF

Ratio
N

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
50.009
5008
%.007
>
3.006
(3]
£.005
()
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

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

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

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

1.0

Ratio

—— -

0.95

T

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10

N
)
>
0
o
Q
o
5

S
+

X
©

Ratio

£0.08

30.06
£0.05

0.1
0.09

0.07

0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

Vel

iy

0.95

0

10

il i
-20 -10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N
>
o
E
n
>
e
©
<

0
Q

+

50.08

£0.05
o
50.04
=}
$0.03

0.1
0.09

0.07
0.06)

h

T

A

o

15 20
. PV z(cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


