[ Efficien

cy vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

2 0.45E
2 04F

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

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

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

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

& ‘ ]

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r
o o
[e2] o]

©
»

o
[N

l_ """""" ' """""" """ e

—=— DQM_ttbarPU_mkFit_5iter

—e— DQM_ttbarPU_mkFit_5iter_updatedPR111_update

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-20 -10

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045
=
=0.04
%.035
ey
20.03
@
8.025
(]

0.02
0.015

0.01

0.005

0

FRVS)

Ratio

1

0.952

.

i R
i 4 -1r|

=20

=157-10 -5 0
Sim. PV z (cm)

—— DQM_ttbarPU_mkFit_5iter_updatedPR111_update_fixPropagation
N 0.8f : " T T
¢ B ]
@ 07:++++H -------- rﬁ+++
= o R ¥
8 0 6'_+++.++;+¢h ........ Neeenn J*+m\.+ .......
A TR o
3 E : % : «4.*% :
LU S AL S L
g F RN :
B 04 g g

2.

e e e
L, S S R e S

X S s e N S

Ratio

0¥3p =20 =10 0

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.1

Ratio

._.
I
&

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

-0 50



	Contents
	Page 1


