[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_

efficiency vs vert

Ratio

0.8

0.

N

0.3

0.2

0.1

o)

09
08

07

Jf &#ﬁﬁﬂ#% ﬁﬁﬁ;ﬁfﬁ o

1072

10 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr
-~ 0.8

> r : : :
(%] 07_— """ STt P
L E : : :
IS r 4 : :
L 0.6 e
o o : : :
=] r : : :
B RS ERTT § RRRERL SUTERICIEE: SRRRELLLEEE
) F . . .
= L : : :
= 04 + o ERRREEEEEEEEEEEEEE AREREEEEEERD

0.3:—---9##-- e e

I SN T S S— —

Ratio

i
. BAARRARATRE R

©
B8
%

—=— DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

— DQM_pixelCPE_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
[Efficiend —— po pixelchERovaiR sieps Y

N

efficiency vs vert

Ratio

0.8

—— DQM_pixel CPENoMatR_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

q

0.8

0.6

_._._._' o

-20 —10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N

efficiency vs Sim. PV

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

L O

0.9
0.8

0.7,

A 10 505 10 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.5
£0.45

©
»

0.35]

©
w

fake+dupllcates

0.25

.l #*## i'é -------- -
230 =20 -10 et
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.5

duplicates rate

fake+

0.1

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


