[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_

20.45
0 PR R
(8] . . .
$0.35 ; :
0.3 ----mrmmmriemmennnenees PR R
0.25

%]
>
>

effic

Ratio

Efficiend

~ 0.0
9.009
%))
9.008
&
9.007
‘©
$.006
()
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

Ratio

0.15

0.05

0.5

0.2

0.1

Lok + ] AT SR
BvS) g T
|+ B
1 Bl e S SR D B S e o B L R
|+
Fl A1

o
©
a

=
2
N

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

FauRas
e

l_ """""" ' """"" "' """"""
0.8 e i

T S Tt

e Om : T :
g HRE 1R 1 A
il il

2 ttbar-phasel-newgeom
ttbar-phasel-ne

M

M”angle_ste|
Mﬁas ste
M‘pallxeTCP

ot Ulf-(%i_lldl STg tthar-piraset-mewgeonT
mKFit_sTe tthar-phasel-newgeom

wrg Rm
neric_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

2.

[y

0.95

0.9°

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
£0.009
B.008
9.007
>
B.006
R
$9.005
(]
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

Ratio

T I T T LI ITITL
1 1 | I

1.
1

0.95

o

9
9,

15
. PV z(cm)

ﬁ....
O .

20

z
N
I
@
¥
"
L
i

©
©
T

fake+duplicates vs.

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim.

PVz|

~ 0.8
0.6f -

04F i1

0.3

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV

T s o e

L s S

I S RO R S

E
O RITL TRERT ERPRCSE (SPOY SORPH
o J-G--””!””!
T 8
@ 1.05 -

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


