[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.1

+—

£0.09
[2]

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

]

$
>
2 L
> Q L
5008 8 ogreeiee b T
3 0.07 g [
2 2 |
T 0.06 [ Y- IR SR
[
0.05 h +
0.04F o 17| MR RIS R R + G O
0.03 i
0.02 0.2 ST A F b e
0.01
o Q o O L ool cod
K & wsbprt-afHE A bt e
0.5 LET (Tl i
I
107 107 10 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cm
il EEE 11000
rotend —— BalTIESIE R
@ —— D *TE%TSL-HT*lgSSevt-lOOOt
N 02_ : : N QB - BB
| S o o A
Y - . . (&) r N N
e T S St i A S JECR: Rt | R SEE SRt S
L N R S s | 1|
o [ : : ° 3 : :
& Y T E S TP R TEIE + [ P | S S ;] KR
%0'125 : : $ o6p ; :
(O e SRR EERRRLEL o 8 - ; 3
Y O OO0 O et I 0 OO 1 OO O 1.1
Q.08+ 5-
0.04f -+ P PR oo ful
0.02F -+t 4 ﬂfa»';'u v
° q""'i""".'..'..'..'..'..".'"' ° I L
s FUTTT [Tk = : :
c [ : | L o
S | ([T RRL Y |
N : . % :# " ]
: . bl
=20 0

-10 10

20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045,
£
=0.04
9.035
Py
£0.03
.025
(]
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005

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

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

...........

...........

q

Ratio

0.5

B Y A,

-20 15 -10

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

~10

10

20

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


