[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vert r

0.8, - - - = .5
: : : > R SR B O AP

0.7f i Freeeeeeeee e 0.45 : : :

b TN NN U —

0.

I
~

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

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

efficiency vs vert r

ml
&
=’
—
 —

I SESSSPRS PR 1 —

SRS Re— *.?} --------- ------------ 0.25

fake+duplicates vs
o
w
Ul

0.4

e OSSR B A S

Y SR A R ST

Ratio

J; 'I' -
0.95H
107

10 02 1072
TP vertr (cr%)

E o @Fg_ gigdw‘{vcuu._;uwcv.
Efficiend —— %g £ :Eﬁggéz %%%Z%—]‘%%ﬂ%bmms 1000evt

T

0

N 0.5
£0.45

o

©
o
TTTT I
icates
o
N

0.35

R R SR R NI oo 0.25
0 SR | -
E 1] ? : : 0.15
R 01
S SRR R A 0.05
AT | ||||! AT | ||||! ||||!| L1

[TTTEATT]

efficiency vs vert z
o
[e)]
I

fake+dupl
o
w

o
N
I

o
S

o
[
T

TN 1

.

09320 -10 0 10 20 30 =20 -10 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio

T
"
%
¥
+

o
©
4]

i

b
TTTT[TTIT[TTTT[TTTT

=
WS
=}

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.8 " " " " " " " ~ 0.7
& 0.09F
£
=0.08
£0.07F
2
©0.06F
)
EO'OS_
2
S0.04
>

F0.03F
(O]

efficiency vs Sim. PV
© © o o o
w iy (] [e2] ~

o
(S

©
i

Ratio

=

095515 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20 9507215 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


