[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

- 05
20.45
2
2 04
(&)
50.35
O
£ 03
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
o 10
b5
g
10

Efficiend

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

= P o meieiiaeeos

% | : : :

2 : : :

o L

Q L : :

= : :

§ 08 S I SRR

s P

E L : : t
e RS & S e

£ 06 : : :

© . N N

8

0.4

......

Ratio

~ 0.5
20.45
o
> 04
>
2
50.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
1Q

effic

Ratio

1.

1

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5
>
0—_0.45
£
175} 0.4
£0.35
0.3
©
£0.25
©
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
1Q

iency

Ratio

[y

1.

|
N

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

-2 2 2
1 10, 0
TP vertr (cr%) track ref. point r (cn%)
Bl T} h ggw eggfﬁmgeh sehiaugsen,
EE AR A
N = B g P
%) : :
> : :
) . .
o : 5
OBy T
o o . .
=} | :
-_? B . .
S 0.6 [t ph i :
X - . .
s [ (W I
oaf LA
oo Ml
ol
9 + - 1
_____________ g vl
L
-30 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.1

> E

80.09F

e o

'(7)0.085—

£0.07F

@ E

©0.06F

@ E

£0.05F-

Q E

=0.04F

=] F

T0.03F

1) E

$0.02F-

0.0

o «Bp-h

s 1A2;—
e
£ R ;
-20 -15 -10 -5 O 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


