[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.04

[ fake+

duplicates vs vert r

~ 08

= E @ E :
il > F :
?'0095 0 0.7 --mmmmrrmtemeeees B ERREEEEE L EEREEREEREE
F (&) C .
.008F g F :
o F 8 0.6t N ERERRIE I
9.006F- g OSp e A
E 4 - : :
0.005F B 0af g
0.004F- 0.3 b 3 IS S
0.003F F : :
: 0.2 -t B
0.002F- : : 5
0.001E L T e e
oF AF il il il e
O =W : o v : : :
IS r : IS r : : :
o L . o L . .
| e | R A hE SRR SRR
*T02 10 1 10 02 107 10 10 02
TP vertr (cr%) track ref. point r (cn%)
= R e S el R O B S5 1p et 20
—_— I—RIXE 5'5_.6[]’] ale uarety ¢ al ela 0.
EmerEsl T e BT

~0.05
9.045
[d
£0.04
oy
9,035
‘©
£0.03
()
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005
e

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

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

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

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

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

Ratio

[y

0.95!

0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~0.05
>
£0.045
£
50.04
9.035
3
20.03
k)
9.025
[J]
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005

1.0

Ratio

0.95, L

0-8 6 -4 2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

o efrb
g F i
o [ : .

R it
=20 -10

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>
8.0.45

rate vs Sim
o

© w

w O

(%]

0.25
0.2

licate

[=%

o
[N
al

fake+du

©
i

182 L

0 1 273T4s
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


