[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_

>
»
>

N
>
[
>

c

efficiency

Ratio

20.45

0.5

0.4

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

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

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

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

|l¢|||.|||||||||

30 TS
R TR
1§u-<=< I Al
Hl

0.5

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

1

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

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

Ratio

0.5

1072

[—=— DQM_VUUUI_RUUUU000UT__Global__1
—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global
—— DOM_V0001_R000000001__Global

CMSSW_CKIPUSU__RECO

CMSSW_mkFitPU50__RECO
__CMSSW_mkFitPUS0CowPtQuad__RECO
CMSSW_mKkFitPU50LowPtQuad-noBkwd

RECO

$0.45

0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
Vel

[y

o

I8
[’
o

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N
>
o
E
n
0
>

>
[S]
c
o
£

Ratio

0.5

0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3

20.25
()

0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05]

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

L.

ik

15 20
. PV z(cm)

o
| e
o1
o
o1

.z

1

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates vs

0.4

0.2t

...........

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

Ratio

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.05
>
80.045
£
50.04
9.035
2
©0.03
(2]
$.025
Q
£0.02
=}
9.015

M

TTTT
T

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

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

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

o

15 20
. PV z(cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


