[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.8

0.7

efficiency vs vert

0.6

o+ Nh— | | 1 SETEETIT
= H . H

@ H [ :

S T o —

AR

i

0.9
1072

~ 0.8

o
]

©
o2}

o

efficiency vs vert
6]

©
»

o
w

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

. S S e -

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

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

— DQV I_original s[epZ bar-] -phasel-newgeom

—e— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare5_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—+— DOM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare5_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom_test

ey

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.8

o
l

o
N

efficie Cy Vs Sim. PV
o o

o©
il

D

o
3

o
o))

*%.Tiitl'.'.ﬁl’f:;,ﬁﬂ

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

Ratio

o
©
al

é

iy

o
©
TTTT

N

10 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

N | [ [ -,
g AT
>
[%]
]
.S 0 7 S B
o
=}
©
& 0Bt HE e
4
8 L
0.4_. ........................ .
: i
0.2 SERRRE *
[ t*M
P .+I+.++.M.:+.+*.++.*.“....I....

T
Wi

Ratio
¢ o
o
e

0 10
track ref. poi

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

20 30
nt z (cm)

N 0.
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
20.07
9
©0.06
3
£0.05
L
=0.04
=]
$0.03
9
©0.02F
0.0

Ratio

-Jr-Jr :

é 10

15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


