[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

0.8

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8
0.7
0.6

7R A
F : S :

1 R e R

o
TT[TTERI[TTTT
—tf—
—
*
S
-
PGS
rolf
%

o IR S
o SR S S

U NSRS N SR S

0.95
1072

AR

0.95!

e s e e

e O FrCTess NUN SRS

0 A 1

SRR

0.2F -}

0.1F--- 4t

rrrerlgirr
T

DEEEE L T

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

10

H ............

Ratio

1.1

-

g

§”HUuuuul

5 ““nnnnﬂ |

-10 10 20
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

30

0 e e e

e

s s O

J.-UGE.."i'"'!""!'"'!lllul...,!“”!“”
— ----- 4 J.||11111111111|||| ,.
1 : o
S AR

50 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2

2.

Ratio
N

| H%-Eﬂ%

0.95)

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.
>
2.0.09
£
70.08
20.07
9
T 0.06
@
£0.05
Q
50.04
=}
$0.03
g
©0.02
0.0

0

FRVS)

Ratio

0.95,

250 =15 -10

10 15 20

50 5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


