[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.

0.3

0.2

0.1~

etticiency vs vert r
(o]
T
—_
M
—=
——
—
3
-
e
g
- .
-+
+!

++ .........

1 R -

T
A

Ratio

=
TTTTRTT

0.95

1072 107

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

= P [
& I : h ]

>

w L

Q L . . .

= : : :

R e RS
6_ B . . .

g L

2 L : : :

© 0.6 i FEEEREPE f CEEEPPPPPPRE
X 06- : : :

© H N

— L Fey

1) R TR — —

P T++irj
=

.9 L o M M

2 F :

© F B

(a2 O S ¥ . SH ...
: | f
[ | | + H T
o M -
AT LT

mKFit_T

<4

DQ
DQ
Efficiend —— B3

T pL
mKkFit_TT_pLW
mkFit_ TT pLW_1H

MKFIT | |or|g‘_|

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

efticiency vs vert z

0.4
0.3
0.2

0.4F--- 4t

Ratio

i”lluuuul |

5 |||[IT||||TI |

093 —=20 -10

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
0.8

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

o ORI N

o S S

S R

Ratio

510 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

YR S

take+duplicates vs. z

X ESRES S s S ey
e

R s s e ¢

Mty
J_.\‘Cllll!ll|.||||||||||||||!||||

g
Nl

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

Ratio

T
H
:
:

=
=¥

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
N 0.
>
2 0.09
IS
=0.08
£0.07
L
©0.06
4
£0.05
o
£0.04
>
F0.03
S
$0.02
0.01

1.0

"
g 1_ ....... T HH% 1

T T T TTTT
. o
e e e T

0521510 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


