[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—0.05
$.045
2
20.04
(&)
$.035
O
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

T

MRS R ML B AN LR AR LA R LLRRY LRRRY RRRR

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

fa dbh oy
o W
=
©
o
+ |4
|7

Efficienq ——

1072 107 1

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.95 :
1072 107

7RSSR O S A— S
8 "t : : :
IS o+ : :
24 141 : :
Cf R S AR
10. 0?
track ref. point r (cm

—— DQNM_TT _orgimaf

—e— DOM_TT paref 01r0nt4_

—— DQM_TT—paretofront5
DOM~] t
D t

~ 0.1
20.09
o
>0.08
>
2
.90.07
o
£0.06
()
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01
e

Ratio

T
-
%

0.95!

30 -20 -10 0 10

20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
£0.045
£
50.04
9.035
3
20.03
k)
9.025
[J]
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005

TTTT
&

n 11 I 1 1
o LW T 5
= T : LT[+
o +1 I+ 4T
1 L BEs T
i ; +
H B e
T 21T

®0 -5

10

15 20

éim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.8

© ©
> N

o
o

© o
N W

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV
o
Iy

©
i

D

Ratio
-
&

=
I
A
4
2

-t d |

<

T T
n
— +
<
e oo
+
g

051510 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


