[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

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

ICI

effi

0.dF - e Preseeee M
S T RSl Moot I
.\G;"""""“ﬂ'."“"" et IR I

e

Efficiend

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

l_

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

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

Ratio

11111
TooUoog

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

effic

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

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

T[T
e

- N
. . -

3 -
e

v

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

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

0.005

D

&

Ratio
N

o
©
al

o
©

IS
N

Sim. PV z (cm)

o
a_ o

o
D
T

55D

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

-20

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


