[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_
+—

efficiency vs ver

Ratio

Efficiend

N
—

efficiency vs ver

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.

(o))

0.

[¢)]

0.

N

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.8

;'}%};{;ﬁé};ﬂfi##ﬁfﬁf:ff .

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

l_

o
©
T

o

o
I

©
»
|

o
[N

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

&

101

—=— DQM_TT__original
—e— DQM_TT__originalCustomized
—+— DQM_TT__nocutCustomized

o o o o 9o o
N W N U N

o
Py

F o N N I L
E )
E ot

o)

0.8

0.6

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N

efficiency vs Sim. PV

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

q

0.8

0.6

NI I D,

2051551605 0 5

1015 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N

o
>

icates

ake-+dupl

“—

Ratio

0.5

0.45¢

©
»
I

0.35F

©
w
T

0.25F

0.15F
0.1
0.05F
Vel

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

.
T

0.95

I%H
Ll
0 10

track ref.

20 30
point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

0.5

0.3

iy
T

NI
(=]

0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

i5 =10 -5



	Contents
	Page 1


