[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_

20.18
4
20.16
(8]
§0.14
[
£0.12 ; 5 :
O R e

ROV a3 i-Ra0000000T—0
Efficiend —— BéMW%SFEBBS%SSBES
DOM-V0001~R000000001—G

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

take+duplicates

Ratio

1| SRRSO | O ORI R

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |
- 05

4
>0.45

©
»

o o
© N @ w
N g W g

0.15
0.1
0.05

=
g

LIl
22204
Soood
ow =g
O gl

N | L T L R R [
n L

> L

n . . . . .

L N N N N

O 1 S S S
o C . . . . .

? B . . . . .

) 0.6fF------ L R R R ESEL | K E-EEEEEEE
X - . : . . .

o} . s . .

- L

0.95!

ST SR S U P
e 11 101 71111 8 O O S
30 —20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
50.045

£

=0.04
%.035
ey
20.03
@
8.025
(]
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

Ratio

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

J..hru‘ .

20 -8 6 -4 2 0 2 4
Sim. PV z (cm)

- H o= H . . .
o . = | = . R
- 11 I I I I I I

ol

oaf-er A LA

Ratio

ol ; e

o
T T T
»

»

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

W
o
| .
o

0.95

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

>
a 0.45
IS
5 04

\%
o
w
o

o
w

0.25

take+duplicates rate vs
o
= ©
a1 N

o
=

0.05]

Ratio
r
&

1
T
i)

-

°P08 6 4 20 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


