[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

- 0.2
20.18F
g o
20.16F
U -
$0.14F
O C
£0.12

0.1F

i

L

Ratio

0.95L
107

Efficiend

~ 0.8

efficiency vs ver
o

L R T s
6 """" """" """" """" P
SH |
.
A

0.04--- * ;
0.02

R e

Ja)
Ud

o

o

ﬁ*#'ﬂ**‘#*?**

E ++*
LA PEEPETITH - m
0 - +
+ .
. . +1T14
M+ + % R TR0 21| - -
. - UL
T -+
+ g

107 1

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

e P =

! SR TR
oo
9 M S S S

7] AR N S— A

o] o] ] i

107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=— DQM_TT__original
—e— DQM_TT__initOnlyFWDO_PU
—— DQM_TT__initOnlyFWDO_PU

10 20
TP vert z (cm)

-20 -10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.

2

= R SURU U SUNUE AU
S i S S S S

S

L S RS S S S

IRV RN S TS S o o

e

effic

Ratio

09215510 5 0

ST S T O o
91
006
0.04 . . . . .

0.02F

FRVS)

0

Pt----- PR T ;- ; L 4b - -

-+

Sim. PV z (cm)

5 10 15 20

30

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

R A 0 s
s s SO SO S
S

R s s e e

1 Rk b g b

=30 -20 -10 0

FINUTORY TR0

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.8

R S S At S S S S

X S s

) e

0.952

iy

----- -

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

20 —15 -10 =5 0



	Contents
	Page 1


