[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

0.8

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8

1 NSRS S S S
C N +* N

o\ TR BT BRI BT
L.ug N .

0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.

Vs

0.95!

N U SRR SR
o +++5+++++”+5 :
0.6:—+--+-+--+--+;---* ------ By, b

O SRR S — A SE—
| SRS — — —
R SRS S A— A

] SO N I A

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

l_

L]

il
I ﬂ

0.95

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

ISTEDS.

9 T L
eJS‘TThHé)ault
I;’I e

ep3 TT e*au

DOIVIST

B Mg%ea —TTck ILess
D Msteo%*TT* el u11-reTF54
DQMst t-relfS

IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
- H .
. N
—_ !
—_——
H

1 e A S S () R
- EI“HH@ﬂHHHI .....
o0 o610 20

10
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

W
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efticiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

1

||l;11m;um;l|| ;
||TTTTTT,TTTTT.T| || :

._.
T

Sim. PV z (cm)

510 15 20

30

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

iy

TTTTy T

il
gl

||l§11.

o - a0 a-

0.95}

=30

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.952

0 =15 =10 =5 0

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


