[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

ve
o N
. D
N

o

¢ N

[¢)]
:tlo||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||

——

-+

0.3

efficiency vs
o
w
[€)]

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

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

0.95
1072

Efficiend

~ 05
So.45
2 04
Co 35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
1.0

efficiel

Ratio

0.95]

fa)
VS F I

=

T T
4
"
L
A,
X
5
iy
-
+
+
+—
‘s

HE3 . |

[y

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

I :
e

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

M_TT__original

M_TT__Opt09_PU3
M_TT__1pt09_PU3
M_TT__2pt09_PU3

ooog
elerere

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

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

......

-10 0 10 20
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.2r
> C
0. 0.18F

E

efficienc

0.16F
>0 14F
co 12F

0.1
0.08F
0.06F

30

055 S0 5 0 5

Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

0.5

0.3

0.952

%Jf |+H’1"T+HT'+ T

-
£
—}_n—

250 =15 -10

= é 01520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


