[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

etticiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

N
—

efticiency vs ver

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

TTT I T T T

0.95

1072

1.2

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95
1072

107" 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—s=— ../.JCMSSW_12_4_0_pre3/src/DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_batchCAND-adjusted
—e— ../.ICMSSW_12_4_0_pre3/src/DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CAND
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CAND-AFTERCONFLICT

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Vs

[y

0.95!

il
0

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-10

[ 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

iy

TTTT T
T

P08 6 4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

.z

take+duplicates vs

Ratio

1

0.8~

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

2.

=

|l

0.95

30

-20 -10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

iy

P08 6 4 2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


