[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

- 0.2
20.18
2
20.16
(&)
50.14

=
'450.12

0.1F
0.08F

0 T W

002 f $--%-§-#$++‘,f.+.+++++ S S

T
L LLALE | R

0.95

1072

Efficiend

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

P

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

Ratio

0.95

- - traed

DQM_TT__original

DOM_TT__0pt09_PU3
—— DOQM_TT__1pt09_PU3
—— DOM_TT__2pt09_PU3

~ 0.5
20.45
o
> 04
>
2
50.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
e

effic

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

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

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

Ratio

s U

it

[..... b aegata ] WL HELILS L RELARS & Sidll &

0.95}

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.
>
8.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
oy
20.06
R
(&)
£0.05
(]
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

0

FRVS)

Ratio

ek Ee e M E RS RS 3B 3 Rl
r H H H +|4 .

- +T+] 5

L EAE NG

0.952

20 =15 -10

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8~

0.6~

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2~

Vel

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

Ratio

0.95
=3

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

1_

0.8~

0.6~

0.4

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.952

0 =15 =10 =5 0

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


