[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~0.02
.018F

0.
0.
0.
0.
0.001

Ratio

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

—_

[
>

ake-+duplicates

—

Ratio

0.5

0.45

o
© w °
w oD

0.25

0.2

0.15F

0.1

0.05

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

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

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

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

0

o

0.9

0.8
1072

107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0
—— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0_dynamicChi2CutOverlap

005
004
003
002

Vs

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

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

[y

0.95

m}i{l“

"""" i

0.9°

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.02
>
50.018
5016
9.014
>
9.012
Q

R I
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F

0.002

Ratio

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

JRVs| SR

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N
)
>

ake+duplicates

—

Ratio

0.5
0.45

o
© w @
w O

0.25
0.2
0.15

0.1

0.05
Vel

E b

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

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

4
v
=
=
-
.—.‘.—:
i .

iy

0.95

N T T DU A
-20

-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N
>
o

E
7]

VS

take+duplicates rate

0.5
0.45
0.4

o
© w
w_a

1)) SESTTUENUR S s cf I S
0.2
0.15[ -4y 4T AL i
0.1 L
0.05F- i ..... -
. 0f AL
1§r- 4o
0.95;- ...............
°9I0 520

. PV z(cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


