[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5F

efficiency vs ver

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1~

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

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

Ratio

0.95

e
R R
+

1072

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+d

uplicates vs vertr

o
©
T

©
o2}
T

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.2

l_"' """""" ' """""" """"""

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

o el v e
ol I
a4 [l

] R e R R R R LR R

0.950
1072

101

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

Efficiend

—=— DQM_original_step2__pt1to1000_eta2p0to2p5
—e— DQM_mkFit_step2__pt1to1000_eta2p0Oto2p5

—— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ pt1to1000_eta2pOto2p5

N~ 00
£0.09E---

%
Z0.08F
>
2

_90.07
o

£0.06F
[}

0.05F
0.04F
0.03F
0.02
0.01

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

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

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

Vs

Ratio

H
T

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV

N 0.
>
8.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
oy
20.06
R
(&)
£0.05
(]
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

0

FRVS)

Ratio

._.
T

+
e

0955

=510 5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.2

£0.18F

s .ghce-ltes

fake+du

0.08F
0.06F
% e s
Y17 SR

o

© kB B

. N DN o
IR

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

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

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

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

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

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

L OF

Ratio

H
T

0.95)

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.2

3T

0 1 2737475
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


