[Effici

ency vs vertpos |

~ 1.2

efficiency vs vert

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

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

[ e

L4 g
o wlabd vl i
3 I :
@ + :

il o o AR R R R R LR

~ 05
So.45
2 04
Co 35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
1.0

efficiel

Ratio

0.95!

107 1

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

=~ 0.0]

i E =
.00 ----+-voefeeeeeee RIS SIRREo
0} F :

B.008f -+ eeeieeees RS SIITPIRE

2 o :
B.007f-eereeeriveereneeene RS SERREIN

S E :

D.006F -+ voreeieeiins RS SIITPIRE

X E N

BL005E- e SRRIRELEETE PRI
0.004f -+ fromen T TP
0.003f-++++esesiseeesenes R TP
0.002F -+ fromen T TP
O R SITREES SUSPRES
o O

5

o

— lf(%llldl S(C] lJ.lU U _Eldl] OlU
—_— t020 eral
e e stZB {11650 -etal 6t 25
o

fast

t 20_etalp
|xeTCPT

d.lu

plate_step2 ptltgzo etalp6to2p0

il

10 20
TP vert z (cm)

N 05
20.45
0.4
£0.35
0.3
£0.25
0.2
0.15

0.1
0.05

0

E
7

y

)
c
9
:1:

Ratio

0955215 -10

FRVS)

5
Sim. PV z (cm)

-5

10 15 20

30

~ 0.0%
$.009
)
$.008
Q
®.007
>
o)
9.006
X
9.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001=

Ratio

QE

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.01
>

0.009
5.008
$.007
o

©.006

[%]
%.005

Q
$.004
=]

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

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

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

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


