[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.05
9.045
4
20.04
(8]
$.035
[
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

Ratio

Efficiend

N

&
o+

FE—

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

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

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

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

1.0

=

M s ARRRN RARAE LLLAE RALLN ;AR RALRS LALAN RARRN LRRRN LARR

0.95

=
2
N

10 0
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

l— -------- - -

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

—TTTRET
_mEH
—mKFE|

mkFI

2!
|

mmmrm;

QOO0
[e/eele!

0.1

$0.09
(2]
>0.08
>
2
§0.07
o
£0.06
(]

Ratio

0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

Vs

...........

...........

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

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

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

...........

...........

...........

0.95!

E....i....i....l....l....i....
S | 310
-20 -10

0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

>
50.045

£

=0.04
%.035
>

20.03E
[} E

2.025

©
0.02
0.015

0.0

0.005

Ratio

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

. -'u
: L]
:
------
|

1.0

*r

| o R

=10

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

iy

4

E i
-20 -10

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N
>
o

E
7]

VS

take+duplicates rate

0.5
0.45
0.4

o
© w
w_a

0.25

o
oo
o1 N

o
=

o

5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


