[ Efficien

cy vs vertpos |

~0.02

$.018
)
.016
(&)
$.014
_U
$.012
0.01—
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

||||||¢|||||

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

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

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

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

1.0

Ratio

0.95

H
....4....

1072

Efficiend

~ 0.2

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

o
©

©
o2}

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.2

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

I=---eeeee- " """ W ' """""" """"""

Ratio
Trr IE)

0.95

—=— DQM_original_step2__pt1to1000_eta2p0to2p5
—e— DQM_mkFit_step2__pt1to1000_eta2p0Oto2p5

—— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ pt1to1000_eta2pOto2p5

$0.18
[d
>0.16
>
2
50.14
(8]
£0.12
()
0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

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

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

o

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0

[ Efficien

cy vs.simPVz |

~ 0.2

> F
D—_O.lS_—
g E
'(7)0.16:—
20.14F
& u
20.12F
@ o

0.1+
0.08
0.06)
0.04
0.02
10

effic

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

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

Ratio

1.1

0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

.Z

11—

©
©

o
2}

fake+duplicates vs

o
»

©
N

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

Ratio

0.95)

0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

Ratio
=

00

2

4

PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


