[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_

0.5

20.45

[
>
>

0.4

9
$0.35

ettic

Efficiend

efticiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.3

0.25

0.2

0.15

0.1
0.05

E_ ____________ ..... +## ----------

T :
."‘.*‘.n*.".m .......! L inn

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

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.7F +emeeerins
0.6 i

0.5+ eeesie

10
1.1
1
0.9

Ratio

[oe]
T T TR T T T

0.
1072

—=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__cmssw__RECO
—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitOriginal__RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitNew__RECO

TTT T[T I T T[T T T T TT LT ITTT

IR R
v
.
v
.

¥ ST E ¥

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05

>
50.045

£

=0.04
%.035
ey
20.03
@
8.025
(]
0.02
0.015

0.0

0.005

Ratio

P .
T
P .

L2k

0....
Il

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

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N 05
£0.45

w °
a_»

©
w
hnhil LR ALY RLRRY RARL

e

o

take+duplicates

0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

[RARRNRRRRN LR

10

Ratio

1.1

P ——

1

-30

-20

'M il

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ 0.5
>
D—_0.45
€
D 0.4

\%
o
w
o

o
w

0.25

take+duplicates rate vs
o
= ©
a1 N

©
=

0.05]

Ratio

r

N -
!IIII!IIII_IIIIII

o
©
a1

o
©

|
B
o

|
al

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


