[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 0.0%
$.009
)
9.008
(&)
$.007
_U
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

1.0

Ratio

iy
=

0.950

1072

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

—_

fake+duplicates vs

o

0.8

o

o

o

o
w
T

0.2

L s
s e & e
e s
T
E ++ LTS U S e
o T* : :
- ?t-l+ﬁa+.i AT | .......i L
107 107

Efficiend

T T_original_low

TT_newbranch

TT newbranch

<4

T
| Fowpt
TT_original_lowpt_pLess
owpt_plLess

~ 0.0

©.00QF -+ beeopesfireneesibinn e SR
0 o N :
D.008F------roeefrefieeee i DR
> E : :
N0 Loy =EIERERE BN EERRRLE STRR SRR
g : : : :
§9.006F -3 peee i SRR
o E : : : :
00055} - SR Beeeeend e
0.00af++-vvsiefffgr i
O R S B | et SR
0,002+l il
SRR SO DU LTS (0 B L
0,001 1 {j h
g : :
o4 r : 1 i
1_— ------- . . x:<x> S35 VR .
005t : 1 i i 1
=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
£0.009F-
5.008F-
9.007F
>
B.006F-
R
$.005F
(]
0.004F--
0.003F -
0.002
0.001}

1.0

Ratio

2
r

o

10

15 20

éim. PV z (cm)

N

o
>

icates

ake-+dupl

“—

Ratio

0.5
0.45

©
»

0.35]

©
w

0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
Vel

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

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

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

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

..... PRI

Jfﬁ#é'{’%##f 1%

iy

0.95

PRSI ¥ B R PR
-20 -10

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

0.5

0.3

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

o



	Contents
	Page 1


