[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

0.4

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

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

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

0.954

1072

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

1__."...—-‘-"""'“" """" """"""

Y RS R — — —

fake+duplicates vs. r

Y IR H R o o
L T o R

Y ARSI SR S— A

Ratio

1}1H‘%++‘rf¢ : e e

0.95 .
1072 10?

Efficiend

é 0|[| VECTOT_IUUUEVT
I
t

~ 0.0

9.009F -
[]
%.008F--
>

(8]

D 007 -

S

.006F -
[&]
0.005F
0.004F--
0.003F
0.002F
0.001E-

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

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

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

1.0

Ratio

055

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

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.02

> o
20.018F
H.016
9D.014F
> -
_a_‘:j).mz_
S E
£ 0.01F
m -
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

=

215 -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

Ratio

i
T

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

R e e

o
o
I

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

Ratio

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




	Contents
	Page 1


