[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
~ 0.8

0.7

?++ ------------ ............ ............

efficiency vs vert

F +

O Q- e
C +*

Y ST ERUTT R R

Ratio

=
TTTTHET T T T

o
©
a

[EnN
2
N
=
o
N

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

- 0.8

fake+duplicates vs.
© o o o o o
N (O] D Ul o)) ~
IIIIIIIIIII

©
i

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

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

Ratio
r
&

=
TTT I T T T

0.95

1072

101

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

—=— DQM_TT__CKF_ORIG

Efficiend —— pom_t7__ckF_moDIF

~ 0.8

©
~
I

efficiency vs vert
o o
6] (o]
I

o

D
T
. -
Dy

4

o

[OV)
TrrTT

e
csebscses FTIET

SIR_

J__\‘C||||I||||I||||I||||I||||i||||

|||111111111I |
: |||||nm||| |

¥/ 20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.8

©
o
I

©

[¢]
I
8

..........

efficiency vs Sim. PV
o
[¢2]
! TTTT
+

o
D
T
-
.,

©
w
T

©
N
T

©
s
|

Ratio

05215510 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.5
£0.45

©
»

0.35]

©
w

ake+dupllcates

£20.25
0.2
0.15

0.05
Vel

Ratio
N

0.95)

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5

0.3

e SRR RRRR RRRRN LR AR AR RARRN LELL

I
o

| .

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


