[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.4

20.09
2
20.08
(&)
50.07
O
£0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

Iy

q

0.8

) !

Ratio

o
)

N R R B AR R LR RAAAY LS LA RREN LARRN LRRLERRRNS

100 1

=
2
N

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

IR

: : -
0.6f----rrriemneeeane R SN
L : e S g
P
L : 4
I *e*s : :
Pt . N
0.4 -;;‘?"' """"" T P M
- + : :
E . .
PUchRS
L -o"’ .
02w
| +a™
-
Lo
=
T BT BT BT

—=— DQM_TT__Original_lowpt

Efficiend —— pQm_TT_ original-pLess_lowpt

N 0.2
$0.18F
)
20.16
>
<
5014

o
£0.12
(]

0.08}f-
0.06f+
0.04ff
0.02ff--

.........

afits

0.8

Ratio

o
)

T[T TT[TTT[

|
w
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

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

0.0

)
.

Ratio

0.9
0.8

0z

0 =15 -10 =5 0

N

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.6

R e S S S

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.8

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

o
©
al

F
L &
frrrree
_
s
+§
L
2
S xraxk]

o
©
TTTT

S50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N
(=]
|
(¢
|
=
(@]



	Contents
	Page 1


