[ 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

LA L AL LN LR AR RN LRRY LRRR RRRR

AP N EREIT

T

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

= = o P E PR s
4 -
>
» L
) L .
< .
§ 0.8
[ i :
> - .
'g - .
[} .o B R R R R
¢ 06_ ;
e L £l 4
0.4+ B R
B e |
L4 4
02— - R T TR T
-
ATl T
Ul
Q= v 0] ........I L
--------- I e e

Ratio

0.5

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

T T
=
—
bo—
&
o=
r

1072 107

[—=— DQM_VUOUI_RUUOU0OOUUL__Global_CMSSW_CKIPUSU__RECO
—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global_CMSSW_mkFitPU50__RECO
Efficiend —— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global _CMSSW_mkFitPUSOLowPtQuad__RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001 _Global__CMSSW_mKkFitPU50LowPtQuad-noBkwd__RECO

~ 0.05
9.045
4

>0.04
2y

9.035
5]

£0.03
()

0.025
0.02
0.015F -+
0.00F+--+-beeeeeiH
0.005f -+

Ratio

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

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

"0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

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

0.02
0.015

0.01

0.005

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

[/g] = P
9

Ratio

gl

T
3 <>I+++T.H:} ........ .......

510 1520
. PV z(cm)

.z

s
7 R R A T o e

X SRS S o e

take+duplicates vs

R S S 11 S S

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

Ratio

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

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

1_ .:_._ ............................................
S S 0 s

0.6+

0.4

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.2

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


