[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 0.2

Lo.18F
4 o
2 0.16F
Q -
§0.14f
Q o
£0.12f . . .
R RS RIS e
0.08F -+ P Beeeeeeeaen e
0.0BF+++-eseriveeeneeens P L RIS
0.04F -+ P g e

E : 4 :
0.02 'ﬂf‘ B ageed®™ P
F |

| -
N ERETTI L lelathlll

T,
+

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr
0.8

g F : : :

> r : : :

[%2] 07_— """""" STt P

L E : : :

@ r : : :

8 0.6t Beemeneeeed R -1

[ o : : :

=] r : : :

7 (O8] bt Fereeeeneees ARRE b ) 1

[) F . . .

< I : : :

= 04 P AREREE -1
) S S S SR
=

Ratio

ault"s

ecPLess4

U ] '
TP vert z (cm)

0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~n 0.2
> o
a0.18
c o
7 0.16
20.14
z
c0.12
0.1
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F : i
0.02F #

J..UG""I"

efticie

Ratio

o
©
a1 =y
RRRRIRRRR
H H
-
% n
——
EFL
——
-——
==
==
—
e
=
..—Q—i
e
—T

o
©
TTTT

|
N

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.5

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

A

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

Ratio
¢ O
I

o

(4]
T T T 1T
—_——

|
w

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
N 0.2

O e it A1

Ratio

-20-15-10 -5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


