[ Efficie

ncy vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

20.45
2
2 04
(&)
$0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

ICI

effi

!||||!||||!||||_L‘|‘1|

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

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

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

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

RS LA

Efficiend

1

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

— 0.0%
@
.009
[V
%9.008
S
8.007
©
$.006
X
$H.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

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

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

Ratio

UUUUL}

[Sejeieele

XX 350

~ 0.5
20.45
o
> 04
>
2
50.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

effic

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

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

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

o ~0F
g
x© L

1_

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.5p - T

> N :

D—_0.45:— : :

S o :

175} 0.45— : !

£0.35F -+ :

P F : :

c 0.3 :

.0 F : :

3] FEo :

£ 0.25F - ;

() E . N
0.2 ;
0.15F :
0.4 :
0.05F-+++-++1+F- ;

P S T X P FURS PUTE PUUN N P

Q +WBpH i :

?U‘ r : 1 +|- :

o B 1

1_— --------- -n-u? 5 #FHEEEET S
0,950 | LLLLE : : :
0 -15 -10 -5 O 5 10 15 20

=2

Sim. PV z (cm)

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

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

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

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.01
>
0.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
[%]
£.005
Q
2.004
>

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

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

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

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


