[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_
+—

=
]
>
0
>
>
[5)
o

Q@
3]

£
[}

Ratio

Efficiend

efficiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.1
0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.01

d

0

L4f--

L2f--

|

%:::::::::::é::::::jiﬁ_ fro
E *%ﬂ*ﬁfr ----------------------

L1

=
2
N

,...,...,.
}_
;
e
3
:
T
ot
;
:
:
;
— .
-
—
==

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

0.8

v E : : :

s o : : :

@ 0'7;_"""""3 """""" P

§ o : : :

g 0.6t e

S C : : :

7 I : : :

& 05 reereeeees 5

X C . B H

8 E : : :
0.4__""""": """""" croTTTTTeT .
08 i
0.2 oo b gt

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

10

1.

e

E PN ETE B +| : ETEN SN B AN AT
S 1
30 =20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05

>
)
£

.045

50.04

5

.035

§ 0.03

2
0

0

Ratio

.025)

0.02

.015)
0.01
.005
0

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

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

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

1.4F

1.2F

1

U0 ¥l 19 W) G R,

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

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

0.4+

ont

2

e

e e e |

NI BT A AT AT AR |
b . 1

Ratio

-10 O 10
track ref. point

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

20

30
z (cm)

N 0.2
> C
0.0.18¢

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

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

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

.......

e
$0.04 .
0.02F e Jdm b e
o 10 TR AR
g |
hd x| [T
1 EREE C 2 E T PR
0¥ +1d

5 10

15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


