[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
-~ 0.5

Q.45 ---vreeeriernenaanns R e
2 : : :

O P e
(&) . . .

G035 --wsreeerisreennanns RS e
0] PP PP e
()7L CTTTPRE SOPPR RS e
0.2 :

0.15F # ; :
0.-+1.. Pl i* -------- e

0.05k %44 4w iin 4 g
i ‘H"“‘"‘*q* A *$. :

effic

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

e . S o I

11111
TooUoog

Efficienq —— %g

coc

~ 0.5
TP S S -

2 N S

1| SRRt SR L PR SRR SO

> F . . . . N

g F H . N N .

ISR ] I R S e

o E : : : : :

£ 0.3F bbb

[} F : : : : :
0.25F oot freegr e ben b
02— =l u:‘;;“ I -------
0.15f -+ # O EEE

R A i

0.1+

0.05F -+ --;*w;_-..- cin _-_-.-’m,*--

| T LY B I

BT

Ratio

N
I
i

-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 05
>
0.0.45
S
o 04
£0.35
0.3
©
£0.25
[}
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

iency

Ratio
N

20515 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2

o 0

s P *5 : &W :

o e i """ s O R
S e
°85 =20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.2

Ratio

0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


