[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.8

efficiency vs vert

Ratio

Efficiend

~ 05
So.45
2 04
C035
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
1.0

efficiel

Ratio

0.7

Y, SN TR ——

o

©

54
N

o

I8
[’
o

[y
TTTT] T T

[y

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

—_

g o
-0.18
[&] C
%0.16F
£ E
20.14f
o E
& 0.12F
0.1F
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

fak

Ratio

0.2

Ja)

1.ug

0.950

1072

[—— DQV_XIMInUS_origmal
—e— DOM_XiMinus_newbranch

—— DQM_XiMinus_original_pLess
—— DOQM_XiMinus_newbranch_plLess

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

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

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

&
. cﬂﬂ ;{f‘“ﬂ. .
|....|...’.‘"T"‘."...l....l....

i

10 20
TP vert z (cm)

-20 -10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5
>

8.0.45
0.4
20.35
0.3

E
7

30

5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

2.

iy

..ﬁﬂl G

e

0.95

-10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

0.2

0.952

.

250 15 10

5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


