[ Effic

iency vs vertpos |

Efficiend

efficiency vs vert z

0.6

0.4

0.2

1072 107 1

=
)

=

0.8

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1
A

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

=

0.95

1072 107

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

M

4
e
e

o {ﬂ? Szd..n{vmu. +6p0evt
%%igﬁ 1RO TLIERS 1000evt

Ratio

o
©
4]

1o
wIP
o

D
| e
.;.

b

-20 -10 10

20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Effic

iency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.7

= S
B 0.09F e i oot

S

L e e S

20,07 o o bbb
P : : : : :
o e e A |
o : : : : : :
& 0.05 - op it AR renerieees 43
o : : : : : :

0.04f
0.03
0'022_ . . . . .
L R T

o
e

)
o

5 10

15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

. Z

fake+duplicates vs

Ratio

o
©

o
fe)

I
N

o
N

&

L

093~ =20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

o
o

°
N

09%56~15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


