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FV efficiency and vertex reconstruction Reactor-antineutrino rate inputs
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Table 1 lists IBD-selection efficiencies and uncertainties only; target- i ) . _ S [1] JUNO Collaboration, Nature 654, 343-352 (2026).
proton normalization is a separate rate factor. ACU cross-check: the measured about 10 cm vertex-reconstruction bias at the (2] JUNO Collaboration, Chin. Phys. C 50, 043001 (2026).

FV boundary gives a comparable ~1.8% relative uncertainty.




