[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

TP SRS N S— —

2 : : :
O A cr

Q . . .
$0.35F |-+ % ------------ e s
03H;+m~€ ------------ e o

ICI

effi

0.25
0.2

s
015—%“{% ............. S—
o S A S

L~

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

—=— DOQM_T |_or|g|n§l_|owrn
—e— DOQM_TT newbranch_lowpt
—— DQ

ol M_TT original_lowpt_pLess
Efficiend —— DOM_TT newbranch_lowpt _plLess

~ 0.5

L
) . . . . .

L R R S R S
> : : : : :

2 : : : : :

TR S S S
O R LR L IS S
T T RN S
R
0.15F+-c++beeee i T SRt SRS
R . R T

SN SIS SRR DO S
0.05 ; ’%ﬁjl : 1d

effic

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

Ratio

J_.\‘C-llll

TR

0.95%

30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5
>
B.0.45
=
175} 0.4
20.35
0.3
£0.25
(]
0.2

iency

0.95,
=2

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



	Contents
	Page 1


