[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.2

L R s
4 c : : :

O R T
&) I : : :
J{o R | TRTERCRER SRR
£ E : :

E 0.2 oo e
R AR ol e
0.08F -+ P P e
O R el e
0.04F -+ P P e

0.02F

1.9

Ratio

B
T T T
<

o
©
a

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

=
2
N

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

o
©
T

©
o2}
T

l_"' """" Tt

02 oo -

iy
TTTT T T
2
v
"t
r

0.95

Efficiend

(/S If( Tl ST
§ it STe

I.J.UUU b'ld l
Y600° eragpot é’
n le_ste 1000 eta2 0t02

p eTCPE

plate StepzD ptlBOO eta2p0to2p5

~n0.02r

CHPY SRR NN SN S S
(,, E : : : : :
0.016f------ ARRAREE S AR R i P
> : : : :

(&) L
9.014f
‘© C
.012F
[J]

0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F
. 0OF

fake+duplicates vs.

Ratio
N

0.95!

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z

-10 0 10 20 30

~n0.05
>
0.045
£
50.04
% 035
co 03
;@ 025
0.02
0.015
0.0

0.005

1

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

1.0

Ratio

A

'—E.L086420246810

Sim. PV z (cm)

z
e
I
"

©
©
T

o
2}
T

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

Ratio

0% =6 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

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

0.3

10

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

O T A et
0.2F

Ratio

1.1

iy

I
NN
N -
o
N

4

6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


