[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

= 0. T e TR
-

20.09
0.8~ f ) SOTRTEII o

g
20.08
[S]
$0.07
Q
£0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

°°1‘++¢$¢+++$# # -----------

1 e T | g 4

BlA e -

102 10 1 1072 10

0.6

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.2

P 2. I LI L B B N B L
n B N
—i—— T

MEERETT! BT
e SRR R LR

1.2f----

Ratio
Ratio

R sanl
——i—

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

M—=—DQM VUUUT_RUUUU0000T —Global—CMSSW CKT —RECU
—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_mkFitOriginal__RECO
[Efficiend —— DY V0001 "R000000001 Global “CMSSW mkEitLowpiQuad _RECO
—— DOM V0001 R000000001__Global__CMSSW_mkFitLowPtTriplet _ RECO
~ 0.1

E N I—------ FRRRRRREEEEEEEEE PRt R Teneees
2009t SR
(goog i : : : : :
> R R St e e i

2
£$0.07
o
£0.06
(]

X S S e
0.05 H H H H

take+duplicates vs

0.04 0.4k b e
0.03 [ : :

0.02 ; : 0.2k R
0.01 ey e I
JUG

II[H#

-30 0 20 30 0t

Ratio
Ratio

30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.01

S S Lt Ik S

YRR S

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

6||||:

=

46 8 10 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


