[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr
~0.05 —

= : : : . 1
B 045 -t o RREEEEEEEEE
2 : : :
>‘0.04—----------; ------------ preseeeees e
(8] . . .

B.085F o oo e
2 : :

F0.03F i ------------ ------------

08— ----------------------- T

o T
P 2 o """"""" # % # """ o

fake+duplicates vs
4
——
4

0.015

001 fﬁﬁffﬁfﬁfffff;;;ﬁ;fﬁ;ﬁféﬁﬁ:ff:{_?ii}él 02&# ____________ ____________ ____________

0.005F

MEERTTT! R LOb .....! ........! ........! L

i 1 1050+ 4+

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

Ratio

LU LR ol |
HREELTI

0.8l i :
1072 107 1

__|= gémgg‘%égen a§ sle%wweom
@ —— D M_pa neric stespez tqbar pﬁasel -newgeom
N 01 N 1
$0.09 2
4 [0]
> gL
S008 § 08
Soor e
(&) ©
£0.06 ! 3} 0.6
o : X
0.08Fh- -4 8 [
0.04F - 0.4k b
0.03k---}--1-- [
0.02F ---}--1-- 0.2 oo b
0.01 - [

o ) .9J_\‘O:|||||||||||||||||||||||||||||
g 15 g FU Al Ll !
1T d i 1 i

-30 10 0 10 20 30 %320 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.01 T T T X X T T
= NV UUUUUSUUUTT FRTUE SOUUTT N

0.009 AR R A A A
5.008F - b
$.007
?é 006

S S At S S S S

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

é_é 005
0.004
0.003 X
0.002 02kt
0.001 L
2 o ofbyr
< 2t AtE e A e e T r
[a [ L H 8

B SN 00 15 O o ol A S | RS e B e

09557215 =10

51510 5 0 b 10 1520 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


