[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

< 0.1
20.09
4
20.08
(8]
§0.07
[
£0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

T

Ratio

Efficiend

~n 0.2
20.18
n
>0.16
>
2
90'14
3]
£0.12
(]

0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02f

Qe

Ratio

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

L LR LR LR LR RARRN RRRLD LR LR
*
-

0.

[oe]

0.6f

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

| R L LR P ---- =

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

take+duplicates vs. r
o o
o o)
I T I T
e
- ——
—

©
»
™
P

!

N
I
5
*

0.

Ratio
=
!
=gt
+
#, L
+ L
—
_:._

0.5 *.

1072 107

—s=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_ckfnocut2_RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_mknocut2_RECO

0

o

0.8

...... N o
hﬂﬂﬂ_ﬂhﬁ_ﬁ_ ++_;_+_+_+ffttt*;rtt’_+_+_+++_g+_ *i}iiﬂwﬂfﬂﬁ

-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 0

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
50.045

£

=0.04
%.035
3
20.03
@
8.025
(]
0.02
0.015F
0.01
0.005
q- 111

0.8

Ratio

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

0.6/

10 5 0 510 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

.z

SR
o
os'ﬁﬂ ........ SR i

0.4p -

tfake+duplicates vs

BT

0.3

0.2

Ratio

Zjiéiﬂ-ﬁi#-l}f}ﬁ* i

|
10

=30

Mt
0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~n 0.5

>
a 0.45
IS
5 04

\%
o
w
o

o
W
} I!IIII!IIIIIIIII
R
T
R
A
$
L .
£
+ *

+ 4 ; : :
025k At e AT
U A : :

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

fake+duplicates rate vs
H o
N
Lol
Fensvel

o
o P
a1
IIIIIIIIIII

o
o O
(2 BN
IIIIIIIII
"
T .

Ratio

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


