[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

|:||||

0.6

efficiency vs vert r

0.5 -oeeeerdeeses

9 S
' SR

] SO N A A

1 NSRS S S R

JRY:) ETET R—————
B r : :
€t 5 il
A B Rd T||“-|
0.95L : :
1072 107 1

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

&

R R T

take+duplicates vs. r

T R
) SNSRI Ol SO A

02 s S— A

o] 0] .......I Ly

4

Ratio

ow %
OWEI
t

-loW|

0.8

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

J.|||“llll|ulll|”|

1

....—.r

-20 -10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
0.8

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

efticiency vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

0.3

Ratio

._.
I
A
o

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

o

()]

HE
£
s
= 3

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

-1 [
LR
=

-10 O
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~n 0.5

>
A0.45
0.4

E
7]

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

o
oo
o1 N

o
=

fake+duplicates rate vs

09557215 10

10 15 20

50 5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


