[ Efficien

cy vs vertpos |

—0.05
$.045
2
20.04
(&)
$.035
O
£0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.04
0.005

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

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

L

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

[
i

P S

e

iy

L A L AR LR N Rl LAY LA LR RRR LR RRRRN LRRRN LRRR

(I

+

—

D¢+ HES

0.8
1072

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

T

[ i
il = S EE AR -;mr R R R P PP
0.95L HELS
1072 107

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

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

M_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

—— DQ
@ —_— D8M_pixelCPETempIateCut hiSquareNew_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—+— D

M_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquareNew?2_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

~0.05
9.045
[d
£0.04
oy
9,035
‘©
£0.03
()
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005
lG-

Ratio

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficien

cy vs.simPVz |

N 0.
>
8.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
1)
20.06
R
(&}
£0.05
(]
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8F

% U Y W S P
e,
0.5 - }~-~~§ ------- SRR RO S
0.4F -+ ?~-~€ -------- S ROREALIES SR

0.3

0.2

0.1

10

1.1

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2~

0.1~

10Q

e

"
-

|
N
(=]

|
(¢

|
=
(@]

10 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


