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

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

| R *"'E""" """"" A

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

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

take+duplicates vs. r

AR LAALN RARAN RARAEAE N RAARN RALRS LARRR RAREN LRRRNLRLR

Ratio
Ratio

1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

—=— DQM_mKkFit_TToriginal
e —— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWHS_ALLITERS
ICIeNd __,__ DQM_mkFit_ TTNEWHSMS_ALLITERS

~ 0.1

0.5

C N N N
Yt Ch ITTITE SYRSRSE SO RO £0.45
» E : : : : : 3
>0.08------ AR R i 1 < 04
) F . . . : o
$0.07------ R S L 1 2.0.35
= 2 . . . . =}
= E : : : : o
EOOG__ """ i A 1 -C'l—) 03
5} F . : : : &

F <

0.05F -+ erheeeeedieenens R SRR 1 80.25
O R LR R R ] 0.2
0.03F-+--wieeeeefifoeeees B f : 0.15

0.02F b1 #

Ll e

Ratio
P
=

Ratio
. = F
=
!
e

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

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.05
>
50.045
IS
=0.04
%$.035
)
< 0.03
o
8.025F
®
0.02
0.015F
0.01
0.005

10
1.1
4
0.9F---+ . : : ;
08501510 5 0 & & 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)

S S Lt I S S

YRR S

X EHS N e e

T

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

T
[
i []

Ratio
Ratio
P
=

iy




	Contents
	Page 1


