[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

= 0.0%
$.009
)
9.008
(&)
$.007
_U
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

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

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

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

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

Ratio

JARAN RARAN RARRS RRRRT RRRES RAREN LALLE LALAN RALEN RARAN LAALE RALLN LA

Efficiend

~n0.02r

9.018
[2]
2.016
&
9014
‘©
9.012
()

0.00F-+--+vbeeene

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ 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

Step?2 _tlto20_etaOpOto0|
&ngelpz tzgtozo etc}l)0p8t3)0p4

é'v';;ﬁ le srep?” priiadd er0p0iotpd”

ptIto20 etaOpOtoOp4

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

0 R SRR
0.006f----rrerermrdefleeme oot
0.004f-----5eeemn e R R IERIER Beeeenes
0.002f----------o- - L 3 IRLEEEEEE S
Y| PSP I 1 0 P S
T : :
0 d [ . .

1_— ------- qnp e

0.95- H H 1 H H
=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[Effici

ency vs.simPV z |

~ 0.0

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

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

........

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

0 2 46 810
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.0

>
0.009

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

20 40

30 20 0

60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


