[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

- 0.1
20.09
2
20.08
(&)
50.07
O
£0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

.

<4

=
2

Efficiend

2 10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

fake+duplicates vs. r

P SR

i EEEE

0.8 -meeesieeeee

..........

X R A & i

Ratio

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

—e— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquareNew_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—+— DOM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquareNew?2_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

~ 0.1
20.09
o
>0.08
>
2
90.07
o
£0.06
()
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02

2.

0.01 -t

Ratio

H
T

e

0.95!

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

oF | [ I P T P
o LW PN i
= 4 SHAES
< - 5
@ o A
| SR e = B TR R

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

A S

le-

e S ST R
7 R R A T o e

e

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

0.25— ------ a*& .‘.,m

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

o O

S F : ; 5

F i
0f l{m N1
0.8t : ! i LIk :
=30 20 -10 0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5

Ratio

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


