[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_
+—

Ratio

Efficiend

N 0.02—— ———————
T S et S SR S
%) r H H H H H
U S
0
U R S S S

0.1
T RS RO A -
2 : : :

50,08 rerreriereseeee Forereeeeed AR
o : : :

D 0.07frrrerrrirernneeees :

2 : ;

B 0.06F--wooeiee e

0.0Bf e eereieens

0.04F----e-- Pl

0.03F----------i--

0.02
0.01

1

1.1

It

0.9
1072

2

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

Q.

He

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

................................................
-----------------------------------
: + :

G4l E :

+ | F :

K J . . .
s
S AT I Y P IR T BT
| +
2 S
.' -+ -
s L 3 A S
4 B
10

.012F oo
o F :
0.0FF---e-ciene

Ratio

0.0085— ------ ........ }{
0.006;— ------ H*ﬂ*ﬂ*
0.004 : 2

0.002
10

1.

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

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

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

i

e

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

A

20

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.02
> F : : : : :
L I e s
B016
79 00 T T N S
a E : : : : :
.a_%).OlZ_— """ L rereesdaeeeas ERRERREE
S F : :

& 0.0+
©
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002
10

Ratio

=
HI

o
<

e

TIT I LI T 1T

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

!II_I_'_I_I_*.'_I_I_I_'I

T
I
T

=
o

10 15
Sim. PV z (cm)

30

20

~n 0.05
9.045
2
+0.04
O
.035
3
70.03
X
$.025
0.02
0.015

0.005

0.0+ ebeeeeedees

e

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

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

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

10

Ratio

0.9
0.8]

-
-

0.

w
o

-10

0

10 20

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N~ 0.
>
2.0.09
£
;0.08
£0.07
2
$0.06
3
£0.05
(&)
50.04
=]
F0.03
(O]

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


