[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

0.5

SRPE U - S—
g E : : :
| A A e

035—----------§ ------------ SRR

efficienc
TTTT

0.3 eeeeioeeeees SR
0.25f+-oreesieeeeeees SRR

;S ot

T SRREIIE SRR A

ot :
N T 5’"'+*""j+§jjj

0.05f - -virrrrmemeeg 7 SRR "
.ﬁim. '*Mt*###. |||||||i!‘

Ratio

+

!

1072 107 1

10
TP ve

rtr (cr%)02

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

N

fake+duplicates vs. r

T -

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

Ratio
el

TTT
it

-

LT

Efficiend —— %g

Q Eéjﬁ?‘ gglln{vcuul +600evt
E :Eﬁegé %%igﬁ TEORSLTLIER 1000ewt

=
)

B
I
i
H
;

efficiency vs vert z
o
(o]
I T

o
fe)
I

o
D
I

0.2 -+--f--f}-

Ratio

G- SEEPRES 114

s
TTTT[TTTT

-20 -10 0 10

20

30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05

>
80.045F

=
50.04F

%.035F
e 2, 03
;,%) 025

“ 0.0
0.015F

0.0
0.005E-

1.4
1.2

Ratio

iy

0.8]

20 =16 =10 -5 0 5 10

15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

z
i
T
H

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs.

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

0.44--

o E-

10
L2
LY

Ratio

....... A

-20 -10 0 10 20

°'—“i§0

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~n 0.2

Ratio

415 10

|
N
o

—10 —5 5

15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


