[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
-~ 0.5

ve
o
»
a1

©
»

o
¢ )
o
'IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
—

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

0.3

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

efficiency vs
o
w
[€)]

&

4

=

T T T [ TT

0.95 : :
1072 10 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

l_ """""" ' """""" """" e

Ratio

0.95

—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL
Efficiend —— poM_TT_ MODIFIED_layerProcv2_PRVersion

~ 0.5
20.45
o
> 04
>

2
£0.35

£ 0.3F- - b
(] F : :
0.25F : :
02F |-l ——
0.15F - T ioe T
O oo frpiereeeos S Hil
0'055_““ +#¢,|. ' P i »# |
Yy TP LI |  EPRE SPPIS L E L 1L
% I ! :
i - i
1-_ [ 04»5»0000
0.95L ] : i : :
=0 -0 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~n 0.2
> T T N A

O 0.18 - rrerrrrieees A cTTTTT RN 4 I
€ o : : : : :
7R SRS Sl S SRS S Sl |

IRV RN NS TS s o o

N R
O e SRR SRR SRR (N
[} o . . . . . . .
= O e S AR H A
) F : : : : : :

O e A S A

0.06f -+
0.04F----

[IESERRRERE B - : HH T

0521510 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5

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

S o oo
3

0.952

0 =15 =10 5 0

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


