[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.4

+—
=

20.09
2
20.08
(&)
50.07
O
£0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

L

Ratio

0.95

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

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

L

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

Ja)
Ud

=
2
N

o el b
£
4+
-1
hd -
-4 Rt A T Y ¢ ]

R S AR R RARRE RRRLE LA RRASY L ARN ULLAE RALLN LRARNRARR

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

i SRR PR e S EEEEEREERES

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

o
©
T

fake+duplicates vs. r

o
o
I T T
e
——

©

»
|
+

iy

—=— DQM_TT__MKFIT_ORIG

Efficiend —— pom_TT__MKFIT_MODIF

~ 0.1 - : : : :
ST0F RS OO N SRR SSPIRSSS S
2 : . : .

20.08F - |
oy . .
g H !
_90.07— ------
o . .
£0.06F {4
o N

0.05F------
0.04F------
0.03------
0.02F------ ..
0.01------
.0

Ratio

0.95!

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.2
> C
0. 0.18F

E

efficienc

Ratio

05510 -5 0 5 10 15 20

0.16F
>0 14F
co 12F

0.1
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

FRVS)

10 20 30

0

Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.5
£0.45F

©
»
I

0.35F

©
w
T

ake+dupllcates

20.25
0.2
0.15F
0.1
0.05F
Vel

e . B8

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

Ratio
N
!IIII LB

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

= R SURU U SUNUE AU
e S H S S

o
© w
w_a

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

plicates rate vs Sim.

S 0.2

0521510 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


