[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

— 0,1: " T M
0.0 +++++eeerireeeeene rongenenesd UURRE
o F 5 ; :
O A Gl P
Q F . . .
{007 SERCIRRN CERRRRE SI0% £ SRR R
S F : :
il S s
O Rt ST R
0.04F -+ e R e
0.03F+++eereeeresrenenes R RN
0.02F -+ oo H ------------
0.0+ T e
o Gf ! L |;“| 4 o vnin
5 | : N
R (IR B RRECRRRRR 1 Rt S
HELL L .L WHE

1072 107

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

0.2 eeeeesi

. S R ;

0.8 b 5

T |

9 ST S ]

10Q

Ratio

1.1

L l_

—t—

0.9E .
1072 101

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

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

M_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

—— DQ
ici —— DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquarel5_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
Efficiend —+— DOM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare5_step2 llbar-pﬂasel-newgeom test

~ 0.8

©
~
I

o
&)
|

©
»
|

o
w
T

0.2t

efficiency vs ver
o
(o]
I

4 - - - -

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

0 10

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~0.05
>
£0.045
£
=0.04
9.035
oy
20.03
o
$9.025
[J]
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

0

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

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

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

Ratio

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

.Z

0.8

0.6}~

fake+duplicates vs

0.4f---

I

L S S

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

i

Ratio

1.

Ht]14

-20 -10

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5

9 E : : : :
€ 0.8 oo
@ E : : : :
60'25:_ ----------------------
Q E
S 0.2F
S E
T0.15F
e k
< 0.1

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

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

Ratio

iy

o
©
TTT

|
N

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


