[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.05
9.045
4
20.04
(8]
$.035
[
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

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

=)

AN RARE) L RARN RARAN RARE: 2RI RRARNRALRNRARRR RRREN LRRRNLRRR

r
)

Ratio

0.9

0.8

(e

7

0
1072

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

| R Tttt il

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

Efficiend

~n 0.2

c$’0.18:—- ........
» o : : :
> 016 -} -emraeeene i
> B . .
LC) o : . :
90-14-_' it o A R

S TF| . .
£ 0.12F {-- | peeioeee ;-
[} | H N

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

ORI TR R RS R
0.08F {1 - eeeenibeennen e 1
0.06f- N S $ooonn
0.04f R SRR NN A
0.02F ggrrtn; -qﬁ+ ----- R

o QP b e T
T C ; : :
x [

0.8~

0.6~

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.05
>
50.045
£
=0.04
$.035
&
20.03
5}
8.025
(0]
0.02
0.015
0.01F-
0.005E-

10 20 30

Ratio

50 =15 =10 -5

5

Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

Ly momm - oo eermrenneenes e

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. z

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

0.4

oot o

RS u

T lap---- HARE- - Presess 4

o F j :
1.2+ . * d
e v . ¥ "iwi%# H{4- - - 44 b ...
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~n 0.5

>
a 0.45
IS
5 04

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

0.15

take+duplicates rate vs
o
N

©
i

0.05]

[
[]

Ratio
e
o

iy

+7

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

o
©
TTT

|
N




	Contents
	Page 1


