[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr |
~ 0.05

9.045
2
2.0.04
(8]
@.035
=]
$0.03

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.025
0.02
0.015 [ : : .
0.01 02— ------------ oo e
0.005F - i : : '
o s JRNP U EUUUN U S
g 53 g ﬁﬂ#ﬁ,%
a3 TR “"'“‘“*""‘"‘**“{”
0.9F L H H H

0.950LLIT: :
1072 10?

1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

L)
B
Effici %é —TE! !I!REETIT'I"l evt
icienq —— BM-TESTBEHH-18858v- 10001
~ 0.5
= : : : : :
5] I R A R
$0.45 : : : : :

. A
L R S R S

g | . N N .
LS Sl It i i A

fake+duplicates vs. z

| ST SO N A N
5 % | R I A S
0.25  (REEETEEEIEELE Pt Beeeeees L : ' ' ' '

U SHRE | NS U NS S 7 NS SRS SRR SRR WSS S
R SORRS {1 HORSA e S S
e S S e e
0,08+ oo S

q

0.8]

'l PR AR ol Ly o e s b b s e

Ratio
Ratio

e

-30 ) 10 20 30 093~ =20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~0.02 T

> C : : : : :

00.018¢ -~ AR P o
XL SSRRRER SR | BRSO S
YAIT, NSSRRR SR | OIS N NS S
& .k : : : : :

_%-012-— """ T Hi— YT T
g E : : : : :

& 0.01F
m -
0.008F
0.006F
0.004fF
0.002F
CIIII

o
o
I

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z
o
:T T

Ratio
Ratio

0.8f

0.6 - -F--1- . H : : . .
20 -5 -0 5 0 5 10 055" 15 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


