[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
~ 0.2

1072 10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

l_ """""" ' """""" """" e

ot
[ Ul

O e T

S S S |

: a-:hai.!:
B . - .
- N g

0.2 gieg B B Rt RS :

Ratio

. *
x +
HEdR

10 0?
rack ref. point r (cn%)

—

—=— DQM_IT__onignal

o DOM TT 1pt09_PU
[Efficiend —— BOM-TT—2bios-p0

z
o
©

o
]

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

o
&)

efficiency vs vert
o
(o]
*IIII|IIII|IIII

©
»

- o o
N w
I_IIIIIIIII!IIII!IIII!IIII
= el

;

] EL S 5.3 1.0.009.90 SO0 W A LY NP 0 O AP0 W00 00 0.4

=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~n 0.2
> R ST T SO R

O 0.18 - rrerrrrieees R prety A e
€ o : : : : : :
7 SRS Sl S SR S SR S
L I SIS S SE S B S
P E : : : : : : :
c0.12F
0.1F
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F

0.02F

e

effic

0.95F-----+--}- LR LY

%0 =15 =10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.9,

fake+duplicates vs. z

Y| ST

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

Ratio

l
|

1 il¥
20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~N 0.5
>

8.0.45
7] 0.4
20.35
0.3
%)

20.25

rate

©
N

fake+duplical
o
[
Ul

—¥
——h

0-15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

095

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


