[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

tr

=
3]
>

efficiency vs

Efficiend

efficiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.5

0.45f -+ f

I
~
|

0.35f oo+ f

o
w
|

0.25F- -+ f

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

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

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

-
>
hs

0.95:
1072

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

Q,
He N N .
: :
U U N Y o |
o ot :
- ;.‘....‘: ..... .....:.. T
c“ :M" : -
Fa ) N
R E Y E P S
o\ T BT BT BT
[ . . P9
[ : : 1 :
L ; et :
- H#-##Ht N TR TR
B H B
; : + |

Ty

0.8

0.7 i
0.6F -+
o]
03F--
02

0.1

101

[y

o

S|
TITITTI T[T T T TIT T

o
o

0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N
>
)
£

50.04

5
:

0

0

Ratio

0.05
.045

.035
0.03
.025)
0.02
.015
0.01
.005

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

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

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

10

1.

B

i

A e TR

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

=

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

-20

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.5
>

8045
0.4
£0.35

Sim

© ©
o Ok 2 Nh 2
iy N g1 W

fake+duplicates rate

5 : :
0 TR TS S T
S FUTE P P PO PO P

095515 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


