[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

etticiency vs vert r
take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio
Ratio

=
TTT T T T 1T
i
L
+
i
n

0.95 :
1072 10 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.95

—s=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_orig

Efficiend —— pom_v0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitALLCHA__RECO

0.8

.z

s s o e

0.6 S ; -+’¢‘-'-'&:"'-“-+- - SR
: ++ Y ¥ :

5 i

IS EE s

T

efticiency vs vert z
tfake+duplicates vs

Ratio
Ratio

1 et 1

09p—=20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

2.

iy

F || ____________
; 5 | |||n||||

111111I|||
|

0.95)

30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

I=------ P P P N

- : : : : : £

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

P10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.1

>
2. 0.09

0.8—+ ----- S S I 7 0-08F
: : : : : 20.07
[]

O.Gi -Q.rl-_‘_-‘--:m... ...-v*+ g ........ @0.06
F . g :+ : 2
r : ; ; ; 5005

. . . . . o
0.4 EEETEPPET EPPETEPE Beerenedenes eeenees 50.04
: : : : : =)
F 5 5 5 5 70.03
: : : : : e
0.2+ ebeemedoeeees R RN $ 0.02

o

LO 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


