[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

T e e

efficiency vs vert r

o
~
o gt
e
s
forag

Lo
=3

| SRS — — —

] OSSO S T S

] SO N SE— A

0 R RRRRES FRRRITILTTEE RCTRRPPRPS
E : : .
o J..\_G- ] L i ] e
g | ; :
x [ : ;
1 : e SPEREEE - - - -
L 11 :
[ 4

0.95
1

|
[N}

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

~ 0.7

g

- 0.09

Q

@ 0.08

e

20.07

?

$ 0.06

X

£0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

Ratio

—=— DQMstep3_SoftQCD_CKF

Effici —e— DQMstep3_SoftQCD_default
ICIeNd __,__ pQMstep3_SoftQCD_defaultNEWT2

0.8

e s e e

R a7 S S

efticiency vs vert z

b
. e T

OaH*H
o HJH

Y| N

Ratio

: |||||llu.E|||llllJ-| :
EWIII"'E"'YH”lE
08 f : i

30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

H
I
4
¥
=
+

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

]

0.5

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

T L
E S e e

e

s s O

JEY UL FUUUY FUUIN FUUIN PN PN PV POV

3 b i, |

x 1-_ _____ E____‘ ’: ||I.].E.LlJ_lJilll|l:-Ll|| ' ________
[y

Sim. PV z (cm)

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

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

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

Ratio

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
N 0.02r

........

:
© : :
8 b
[ : :
LARRE
30.006F- #i#itfwf#i
f@ (B
:

Ratio

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


