[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

20.45
4
2 04
(8]
$0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

0

ettic

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

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

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

A AR AR LR LR N RRRRN RLRLD LRRY LRRL LRRR

A4

IIIIFII
—a

[ E ;
WA+ S

He—

Ratio
w

N

iy

AT LAARRREARN LR B
i

+

T ......F..T‘
A

——

=
2
N

Efficiend

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

o
©
T

©
o2}
T

©
»

o
[N
T

i SRR PR R S EEEEEREERES

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

0 vl v i
-
1 R | feem - m e

0.95
1072

107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—— DM MRET_TT Tetraim

—— B e specprese)
—— DQM™m FIt:TT*NEW e;au t“specPLess3
—— DOM_mKFIt_TT_NEWdetault_specPLess

~n 0.2
20.18
n
>0.16
>
2
90'14

o L
£0.12F
(]
0.1F
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F

0.02

O

Ratio

+

l‘“iilu

-10 O
TP vert z (cm)

[Effici

ency vs.sim PV z |

N 05
>
80.45
0.4
20.35
0.3
£0.25
()
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

£
n

lency

Ratio

-5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

4

9
>

ake+duplicates

—

Ratio

o
al

0.45¢

o
© w @
w g _»

I

0.25F
0.2
0.15F
0.1
0.05F
Vel

.
T

0.95)

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N
>
o

E
7]

VS

fake+duplicates rate

0.5
0.45
0.4

o
© w
w_a

0.25

o
o kB 2
b 0N

0.05F
1:— ------- -+ - §1P

0955

15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


