[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.1

+—

0,08 +eeeserisesseneens oo
0.02F---------- foaiaceiaanas [

Q Q.09 -+-eereriereeeeeses e
2 : :
50,08 rerreriereseeee e
o : :
8 0.07fwwwrrrrriereserneees Peee
2 : :
B 0.06F -+ wrr i Beeee
0,08 -+-vvvvverfo e
0.04F----e-- P B

S s

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

0.8 #; LA SR AR
LAI

O e e

fake+duplicates vs. r

1Y) S A e SR

Y ARSI SR S— A

Ratio

L)

D

— D
Efficiend g

~ 0.1
-

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

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

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

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

.........

0935 =20 -10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~n 0.2

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

> F E E E
D—_O.lg__ """ Do U

S

effic

0,06+ b

0.04
0.02

L
é’o.mi— ------ -------- -----
g 0L
O SRIEHIIEE S
0.08F o rprererrineenes o

q

Ratio

0.8]

0.6

- N
...................
T O A
[ [
T O T
R [
L SRR R

[
................

5

AN
o
o

1015 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

e T S

fake+duplicates vs. z

T, S s s SO S S
R R i S

L e s e

ol Ly o e s b b s e

o ¥
TR
it et

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

1—..'- """

o
o
I

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

_ji;
4
=

055" 15 10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


