[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr
0.8

LY IR AR Loveennenns: R

B 0.6[ A1ty ioad b doeeeee e RIS

N -

S SN SIS SO S
03— ------------ $ --------------------
SN U O SO0 S
i R S s

g It
0.9;— % HH+ ++++++++%+#ﬂ -------
T R

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

—— DOMStEpS 11 =
= b steaS‘TThtfé)ault
Effici —_— B g%gggjﬂ':ck P|>]eILess

iciend —— BoMsieR -8t ikewroLpsampLE

ultl
0.8 T T T T T N 0.2

e
T

0.5 ; ; ; e B

efticiency vs vert z

0.4F ook b

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

0.3

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

0.2

0.1

v

g
E : : : : i : | #i"i
=30 0 30 -30 -20 -10 0 0 20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio
=

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8 T T T T T T T ~ 0.05

T =
07 0009
T 70.04

0.6 -1 R e Bt ERRREN: ALLEEE LEERRE

. P $.035

: i ; : ; Q
A 1 S S 0.03

S A 0
R R SRR AR SRR AR AR $.025

A 8
.................................................. 20.02

F : : : : : : : =
S T 0.015

efticiency vs Sim. PV z
© o o
N oW s
I I TTTT
+
{
;
$
=

o
iy
TTTT TTTT]

D

Ratio
-
&
=
[ ]

iy
IRRRRRERE}

o
©
al

510 15 20 -20-15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)

o
©
TTTT

|
N
(=]
|
[6,]
|
=
o
|
6]
o



	Contents
	Page 1


