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x0=1 mm, y0=0.5 mm, σ_z=0.5 ns, ß=0.15, 

point pickup

x0=0 mm, y0=0 mm, σ_z=0.2 ns, ß=0.033, 

button pickup

BPM model with pencil beam
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1.67 0.93 1.66 2.19
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