[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

0.5

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

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

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

Efficiend

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

o ESSSR ;

fake+duplicates vs. r

T

) A B ;~

02— ..... § # :

-

1_ """""" ' """"" "' """"""

Ratio

+

~ 0.5
$0.45
0

> 0.4
>

<

£0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

effic

...........

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

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

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

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

1.0

Ratio

-

055

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-20 -10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.5
>

8.0.45
0.4
£0.35

Sim

o
[

efficiency

0.25

o
()

095515 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N ffee R A N T
@ L : : : :
= I : : : :
a : : : :
9 r ] : : :
8 0.8 UINEL R F
2 L ] : : :
S - : : : :
S 0.6 {|iffisf- et R A EAR
X L : . . .
8 L L : : :
o Ml i
% O 4 O N S 0
,\.’**’-r--'-f'-""-q-*#u
8 "t ] i ]
A AL
a4 [
| ol I

-20

o
18
e

-10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~0.05
>
80.045
£
50.04
9.035
o
©0.03
%)
9.025
(&)
=0.02
=]
D.015
g
& 0.0

0.005

.U

Ratio

i
T

4

4

095515 10 5 0

5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


