[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_
+—

efficiency vs ver

Ratio

Efficiend

N
$0.45
[d
> 04
>

2
£0.35

effic

0.25

0.15

0.05

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

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

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1
0.8
0.6_
0.4
0.2

104

1.05

0.95

0.9
1072

107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—e— DQM_mkFit_step2__pt1to1000_eta2p0Oto2p5

—=— DQM_original_step2__pt1to1000_eta2p0to2p5

—— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ pt1to1000_eta2pOto2p5

0.5

0.3

0.2

0.1

Vs

[y

0.95

"

s

0.9°

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N

>
8.0.45

E
7

20.35

0.5

0.4

0.3

I 45 CISI S i Y O T 6 LD 7 G A
- . 4+t
L hd HEE

. +

0.952

%6 =15 10 -5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

S.Z

fake+duplicates v

1

©
©

o
2}

o
»
|

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

iy
TTTT] T

R

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

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2~

0.95,
=2

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


