[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

IO SR S S S—
2 : : :

5 OAE T o
50,35 - eeedereneeees oo e #
0.3 oo H— S

ICI
TTTT

effi

...................... ++
""""""""" **”ﬂ*
LIy

TT'T%%

1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

— DQV ariginal s[epZ tiar-p asel-newgeom

M_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

Efficiend

—— DQ
—— DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare5_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—+— DOM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare5_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom_test

~ 0.5
20.45
o
> 04
>
2
50.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
1Q

effic

Ratio

1.1

1

0.9°

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N 0.
>
8.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
oy
20.06
R
(&}
£0.05
(]
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

Ratio

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

.Z

fake+duplicates vs

Ratio

1

©
©

o
2}

: L
- : : : N
00 o L g Y
3 o © : Db :

L o . L .

L @ : [}

» : Iy
I A e g
r ) : g
o . . [}

3 Rt
S ‘...:..'.| .....................
L .I.*'

0.95}

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

1

0.8~

0.6

0.4

i

0.952

0 =15 -10 =5 0

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


