[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

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

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

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

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

107 1 0?
TP vertr (cn%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4
0.3

0.2

]

LU

AT

T

0.950 Tt {2:F1 1
T

T

Ratio

>
rul

0.9
1072 107

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

D
Efficiend —— B3

~0.05 : : : : |
LSS SR RN SR S SN £
p : : : : :
20.04------ AR A P
> : : : : :
3 : : : .
B.035 - R S SR N N A
PSS S TR SN S WA S
o : : : : :
0.025F -+ whervfedreeebo e f b
0.02 ; : : ' :
0.015
0.01
0.005]

1.0

Ratio

e

- N : T : : N
9935 =20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.0

>
f0.009)
5.008
$.007
>
_a_%).oos
$.005
[J]
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

F
o 1. W Y M
2 r e
=1 I+ .
= C : :
@ r T T
—----- 1?--1:3;?- r ol 1 o
C 1
[ d

085515 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

T
:
:
T

:

| %

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8,

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.1

Ratio

=

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


