[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

—0.05
$.045
2
20.04
2 E 3
$.035E}
O
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio
[
N
‘!+|||||||I |||I|IIII|IIII|II

5 5 9 5
JRPIRY [P N R N PO N A R A I N U Y B Y [ Y P
. - T4 .
SRR E S P & [P § EE PN S BERS % v v O N

=
2
N

TP vertr (c

107 1 10 0?
m

o
©
T

©
o2}

©
»

i R -

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

0 PRI - ......! ........! L

—=— DQM_TT _original
Efficienq —— DQM_TT_newscoreonlyINIT

~ 0.2
TTPE S| I S R
[ C . . . . .
20.16------  RRRRRE SRR R i P
> . . . . .

2 E : : : : :
FoRey ] A S A
(8] L . . . .
O R L SR
o E : : : :
O | S et S
0.08F--- """" """" """

TCS AR OSSPSR SR SO 1

004: . . . .

0.02
1Q

icates
o
D

ake-+dupl
o
w

£20.25

Ratio

1.

Ratio
P
=

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~0.05
>
£0.045
£
50.04
9.035
3
20.03
k)
9.025
[J]
0.02
0.015
0.01

Y TN SO SO 8 ¢

TTTT
n

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

i

Ratio

|
g L
o

20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.2
0.15

0.05

i

30 0

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.2

i

. RS SRk S

RS S T

Y. SRS S s e

T

1.

iy

0.9

|
6”“:

0.8

15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


