[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.7

20.09
4
20.08
(8]
§0.07
[
£0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

1.0

Ratio

0.95

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

0.8

0.2F

0.1+

N
1.ug T

+

0.95
1072

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

—s=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitbase_ RECO

Efficiend —— pom_v0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_X_Y_Z_ RECO

~n 0.2

R it I

(2] n
>0.16F
>

LC) C
$0.14F
o L
£0.12F
(]

0.1
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02

Vs

Ratio

[y
TTTT] T
> &
> o
>4
» o
=+
» o
T

o
18
o
(@]
{ : T T
o

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.0

> : : :
80,009 -+ +eeendneenene

5.008F--- ........

X SRS SRR N
> . . .

3.006
@
£.005
()

0.004fF - +-wbeereerivneeeensiop [ i

0.003 #++++*++++ T

0.002
0.001

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

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

o W : :
2 H 2 2
< I 5 5
14 I 5 HEER:
14 -4 |+ SRS
[ HEEdRUESE
[ - T
H 3 Tl 3
0.95, . : .
=10 -5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

1:_ ...‘,: ;‘#.'f’ H~ AEINRRUNDR Y0 FON S
0.35 10 0 10 20 30

W
o

-20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N

0.5

>
A0.45

E
7]

0.4

\%
o
w
o

o

take+duplicates rate vs

N ©
g w

o
b 0N

H

| R
T -

1 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

o



	Contents
	Page 1


