[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

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

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

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

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

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

o
©

©
o2}

0.

2

[

I CE—

0.95

1072

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

—=— DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
Effici —e— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
iclend _, DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare5_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

~N 1.2

efficiency vs vert

©
D
LI L L L L L B LB

&

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~0.05
>
£0.045
£
50.04
% 035
co 03
;@ 025
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005

9 J..\.rU‘_ N .

= F el |

4 1:—- -:-1r : T
0.95F- -5+ HIS T I S
%567=15 =10 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

.Z

fake+duplicates vs

o
o]
T

o
2}

= e S P SRR T

ﬂ &M Hﬁ%*ﬂ *“*****# *HM

0.9%0

20 —10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.8

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV

o
3

o o
a_ o

o
N

o o

W

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


