[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

Efficiend

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

l_

o
©
T

©
o2}
T

take+duplicates vs. r

©
»
|

o
[N

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

mil
"""" - fiﬁ# +

(@)

Ratio

0.8

0.6

1072

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

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global_CMSSW_ckinocut3_RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_mknocut3_RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_mknocutinoclean3_RECO

~n 0.2
20.18

(2] n
>0.16F
>
LC) I
§0.14F
o L
£0.12F
(]

0.1F

0.08

0.06F
0.04f

0.02

BRE

9 lGjuuuuluuuul
I F
hd 1.1:— """ :
£ }
093530 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[Effici

ency vs.sim PV z |

~n 0.2

> o
2 0.18f

E
50.16

20.14
o)
20.12

efticie

0.1
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F

0.02f -+ rberessendrennendonn b
Ak I I I i i

o +Hr

T C

m L -
i1l 3 RRE R ERERERER \E S 6 N RRREER] SRRRERERARALY
%915 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

11—

.z
o
©

T

o
2}
T

take+duplicates vs

o
»
|

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

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+d

uplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N 0.
>
2.0.09
£
50.08
20.07
[]

©0.06

4
£0.05E-

o
50.04
=}

$0.03

)
$0.02

10
1.2

Ratio

1.

i

iy

:I#Il:llll_llllllllllll

g
ey

o
. g
o
(&)

20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


