[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

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

— o BESE L TR
L4t E
T Far 4T
- 4 -+

1072 107 1

fake+duplicates vs. r

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

S S SR e

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

o
©
T

©
o2}
T

©
»
|

o
[N
T

—— DQNM_TT _orgimaf

—e— DOM_TT paref 01r0nt4_

—— DQM_TT—paretofront5
DOM~] t
D t

Efficienq ——

aretofront8—|

N 0. T T T
i | HE SRR S S
%) . . . . .

>0.08F-++eeeene [ Preeeeedeees SRR
g

§0.07F
o

£0.06F
(]

0.05F
0.04F-
0.03F
0.02F
0.01---- 4]
.0

Ratio
N

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

o
I
W
o
|
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.1
>
2.0.09
S
#0.08
£0.07
3
£0.06
Q
o
£0.05
3]
0.04
0.03

0.02

OO R SITR SUETES SN RS
P S P T FUU N TN TUT T
o e I 1 1 B
?U‘ 5 [ ] . . . .
| i
Ul .
oot LELINEL 0 MELLLE
%015 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

ake-+dupl
o
w

£20.25

icates
o
D

0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

s ; : .
[ad [ : ¥
L e
093 =20 010 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.2

-

095 10 50 5

Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


