[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

0.

efficiency vs vert r

D
TTTT II.IIIII

—

—

-

—

—-+

4+

FITT]TTTT

"

0.

N

o
Py
TTTIITTIT]

] S B SO S

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

+ y + 4 :
054* ----- ! ++ ------------- R

| SRS — R —

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

Efficiend

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

efticiency vs vert z

0.4
0.3
0.2

0.1 :
.-k+* i

g
¥

Ratio

o

h:‘&*m‘iﬁﬂ.*ﬁ ot

+ T 7
Yatt

4
-10

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
0.8

0

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

10 2

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

efticiency vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

Ay

Ratio

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. z

0.4

0.2

2.

Ratio
N

||||11111§11111||||

0.95}

ey

=3

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.
>
2.0.09
£
70.08
20.07
o
T 0.06
@
£0.05
Q
50.04
=}
$0.03
g
©0.02
0.0

0

FRVS)

Ratio

I
A
i

0.952

20 =15 -10

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


