[ Efficien

cy vs vertpos |

—0.05
$.045
2
20.04
(&)
$.035
O
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

1.9

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

Efficienq —— %g

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

= LT TP Fr P PPEEERRPP
[ L
> N
) *; :
L 3 :
k5 08—# R S R e EILERIES
s [ :
=3 = .
3 r :
© 0Bt Brosees
8 :
(0| e R EEEEEEEED Fresreeeness
O TR o
N N RN B P
o +#F : : :
*CE .
& N S

11111
TooUoog

looooC.
N

N 0.2
00.18F
n C
>0.16
>

8 C
$0.14F
(&) L
£0.12
[J]

0.1
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

Q-

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

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

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

Ratio
N
T

0.95!

-20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.2
>

ﬂ-_0.18_—
= L
'(7)0.16:—
£0.14F
>

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

o
2}
T

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

j| ZEEEEEE} :- -: I +l - -:h-p-nn-ﬂ:-------

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

0.95)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

1

0.8

0.6

oot

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

e e e

Ratio
N
T
t
o E—
T ....
af 3
g
3
[ T ..

051510 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


