[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
~ 0.8

0.7

0.6

efficiency vs ver

1072 10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

=~ 0.0]

g F ] ] 5

.00 ----+-voefeeeeeee Rt e
) F : :
B.008F--++-veeeerieereeeees R e
2 E : :
B.007f-+eeeeienerenenenes R e
S E : :

D.00BE - o e
X E . .

B 005+ eeeeeeieeeeees e e
0.004f -+ oo o e
0.003F-++++oseeseiesseenrins o e
0.002F -+ fromen SRS e
0.001F-++++eereeeresreenes o e
o O

5

o

—=— DQM_original_step2__pt1000_etalp4tolp6

Effici —e— DQM_mkFit_step2__pt1000_etalp4tolp6
ICIeNd __,__ pQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ pt1000_etalp4tolp6

e S
7 RN S P T o

efficiency vs vert z

o

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

S

0.2 +*++*§{+J{* -------- -------

Ratio
B,

S S At S S S S

NP SN N S S e o

i

S RRARL R

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

F 5+=++5 o
o Wy

Ratio

20 -5 =105 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0%
$.009
)
$.008
Q
®.007
>
o)
9.006
X
9.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

O e BRtis SN LS S

Ratio

QE

-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.01
>
0.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
[%]
£.005
Q
2.004
>

%0 =40 =20 0 20 40 60

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


