[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

S EE I et I S S

efficiency vs vert z

Ratio

o
©

©
o2}
T

| R S EELREEL LR, ' """""" """"""

02 b AR, —

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

0.95
1072

0.95!

B
RRRE R

o
[es]
!
T
]
]

o
»
T
——

N
U
.

e
¥

i
+
+
i
e
T

10~ 1

L —

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

- 05
)
>0.45

icates

ake+dupl

“—

Ratio

©
»

0.35]

©
w

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

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

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

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

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

V)

iy

101

—— DQM_TT__CKF_ORIG
—— DQM_TT__CKFandPLess_ORIG
—— DQM_TT__CKFandPLess_MODIF

| 114 |ll§111 111 Ihll

— —

TTT"'E”""‘TTITE” )

10 20
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

30

T

IRUNEEE
SERAEENY
RN R EREES
diii il
! ;++H%q.% .....
O L B S R T

Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

©
©
+

o
o

o
»

0.2

N
|

N

-10 0 10 20 3
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.1

3 I
T H S S S S

S

L S S St S
U St S S S
9 : : : : : :
S R Sk S St |

¢ 3 LT I
§0.055—----5~- ++

B50.04F ke ik
=] E : :
?003L~¢~~%
Q :

0

0.952

=
I
4
+

10 15 2
Sim. PV z (cm)

20 15 -10 -

0



	Contents
	Page 1


