[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

20.45

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

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

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

0.15 +-+----¢% ------------- S
O] SRR oo oo e
0.05f -+ swreeferesnnenes A1/ S S
oF | i e
o B :
A | s
o o | | 1 =&
1}1» NBAENE Tk T o SEEPEPES

1072 10 1 10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

e
Ly

0.95 + TI :

MKEIL_T1originar
mKFit_TTNEW
mKFit_TTNEW50
mkFit TTNEW100

<4

DQ
DQ
Efficiend —— B3

N 0.5
o S T S S S S
%) . . . . .

2 0.4fF---- Fareendeenaes Ferneneedeaneis Peeeees
e

50.35 : . : .
0.3 A R FAASEARS
0,25 o] e
0.2 ;
0.15
0.1
0.05]
s

ettici

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

Wl
L

Ratio

[y
T

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0.95!

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 05
>

Q. 0.45
IS

5 04
£0.35

&
c 0.3
)
Q

I
A

- a4 ot | SRR 3 =

0521510 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.5
G e

w 2
[S1
I

©
w

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

ake+duplicates
o

20.25

PR
R AL S A
0.1 ; ; : ;
0.05
Vel

f+¢ : H

M T | P Y | T

Ratio
N
!IIII TTTT

T T T
4
s

0™/ —=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

\%
o
w
o

o
ST
_Iﬂ.l_llIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

o
w

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

0.25

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

______ *F+++++

take+duplicates rate vs
; o
N

o
=

&

.

|
LS -

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

o



	Contents
	Page 1


