[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

0.8

0.7 - mmmefemmmreee e

0.6F ity o SR

: +h :

U A S pr

) S — A

0.3F e T S

0.2 -wemrmeierneneeeens Pt e

O R R T RERE RTINS
*

J—-\G |||'.'r| | 'WERTIT

0.95 ﬂ ,,4.---5----- o eeee

00:2 '1 : )

10° 10° 1 10 0
TPvertr(cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0

14

Ratio

1

N

£

1072 107

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

—=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__cmssw__RECO
—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitOriginal

RECO

Efficiend _, _ pom V0001 R000000001_Global_mkFitNewALL__ RECO

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

15 20
. PV z(cm)

1

©
©

o
2}

take+duplicates vs. z |

o
»

Ratio

30 =20 -10 0 10 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

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

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

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

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

15 20
. PV z(cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


