[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.5

A
4
....".F......
L
T

0.95L : :
1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

1
A

Y RS P — — —

fake+duplicates vs. r

Y IR H R o o
L T o R

Y ARSI SR S— A

Ratio

=

0.95
1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

VECTOT_IUUUEVT

Vit

ooooy]
1o00Cg
T
——r—od]
BaESE
OS2 =
80“:
g; )

B\

S5
e
o253
SS<®
SF~<
ST =
<

Efficiend

=
)

=

D
===
..“;l..“...“._ e ieeeeeaataeaaaa

0.8

efficiency vs vert z

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

Py 9 4451 0 - S - - e
i 1 | [4] 1 H

e
TTTT [T
»

-20 -10 O 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

055

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.7
>
80.09
£
£0.08
£0.07
oy
.6 0.06)
o
£0.05
()
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0%

1.9

Ratio

=

T TT
Kl

09515 =10 5 0 5

10 15 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

Ratio

L

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

%5

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

i e s e RELEEEEE

o
o
I

°
N
I

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

055" 15 =10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


