[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

Y SR S S— —

2 : : : :
R S po po
(8] F . . .
§0.35F+eeeeeenenees R s
s F E E
5 035— """""" AR

=
2
N

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 0.7

¢ : :
2 0.00F e
Q . N
T 0.08F -+ eeernrieeneeen
= : :
S0.07[ oo iee e
? : :
§0.0BF -+ P
4 : .
Q.05 veeeerieeefeeen
0.04f---=---- EER PR
0.03fF -+ +eexemieresferencies
0.02F -+ ++ ---------

0.01F o awe? ++ ......

V)

Ratio

1072 107

Efficiend

~ 0.5
20.45
n
> 04
>
2
$0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
e

ettici

S DU PR T TR

Ratio

Mm“m;muﬂ

[y

o

13
oS
S

-20 -10 O 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 05
> N R T

D e A A cTTTTT R e

€ é : : : : : :
R S A A
L S B R E

2 : R
P 0 Jic| SRR EPPEE FRRRPR AP PR S SERRPR Peeees
) : :

Q

i
T
——
=
=
ps
+
-+
R [
E9
-+
-+
L
=+
= O
==
——

Sim. PV z (cm)

¥/ 20 -10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.05

>k

D(_J.045:— """""""""""""""
€ E : : : :

7 004 it
%.035:—----}-- EREEEEEEE ARRRED
Q E : : : :
©0.03F- -+ ofrieesrieest o

(2]
$.025
(&S]
£0.02
=}
9.015

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

._.
T

-

+

0.95,
=2

0=i5 -10 5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


