[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

0.5
20.45

tr

I
~

0.35

efficiency vs

o
w

0.25]
0.2
0.15

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

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

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

: c Ty
0.1 . ++++ """"""
0.05f-wwrerrrisenreseeees Rl & LRLIetIts
AF vl .i P lll T
o +W 4 B b
}E :| ' + : - T
o 10 : T I EE. IX EEER]
*.IT ghas
0.954 :
107 1

1072

Efficiend

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

=

~ 0.5
$0.45
0

> 0.4
>

<

£0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

effic

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

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

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

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

1.0

Ratio

055

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-20 -10 0

[ Effici

ency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.5
>

8.0.45
0.4
£0.35

Sim

o
[

efficiency

0.25

o
()

0.15
0.1
0.05

Ratio

=

0%55"15 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2~

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

10

rrrirre e

025

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

>
80.09

S

¢ 0.08F
£0.07F
o
©0.06F
3
£0.05¢
(&)
=0.04F
=]
F0.03F
(O]

0.1

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

............
- Breeeemeeeees FEEEEE LR Y TR IR
F +
AF
1 Ao s
- HE 3 .

%55

215 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


