[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.8

0.7

efficiency vs vert

0.6+,

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

94-‘-0 + + L1 11111
T
OO i
0.050 ; H

107

1072

Efficiend

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

Ratio

fake+duplicates vs. r

l_

0.8

0.6

0.4

..............................................
+
+
P4 b
USRS S i H ) .
e ]
-

~ 0.8

o
]

©
o2}

o
&)

efficiency vs vert
o © © o
P N [ N

&

=
—+— DOM~testM FItFIt In:t!al te Reso test100
—— D estMkFitFItTinitialStepReso"test100bf
[ |
r ) - : : .
o > L : : :
A (%] . . . +
: S g T S
R L e Ty e 8§ OB
s W " o + a2 [ : : : :
E : : { ] : : : :
REEEEE PEPN * -------------------------------- ? B : : : :
: l. L LS R A i Sl R L
o . . . X - . . : :
e [RPTUPDNY ¥ | PR [ + : : : + :
- . . b u . . .
SRR L SRR EMQJ ............ 071 IR S AU ST RON SER
s S [ b1
® ;
s H "

Ratio

|||111111§11111||||

| oL

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.8

c o ©
5 NN NN

o

efficiency vs Sim. PV
Iy

©o o
N W

ekEER -+ -4

-

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

0.2

Fo il

0.95)

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

0.2

® F
7 01
(&) L
=0.08F
= o
F0.06F
e E
©0.04F

0.95

o
©
TTTT

iy
IRRRRRERE}

|
N
o
|

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


