[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

< 0.1
20.09
4
20.08
(8]
§0.07
(&)
£0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

1.0

Ratio

iy
+
i
b
g
i

0.954

1072 107

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

0.8

0.7
0.6
0.5:—
s
0.35—

-

0.2

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

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

01— ---------------------
B - vl ol
[T

107 1
tr

—=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global_|
Efficienq —— pom_vo0001_R000000001__Global_t

CMSSW_orig
CMSSW_allchi2

~n 0.2

T Rttt SLIE S O S

(2] n
>0.16F
>
LC) I
§0.14F
o L
£0.12F
(]
0.1F
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02

Vs

Ratio

[y
TTTT] T

o

I8
[’
o

-20 -10

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.0

> : : : : :
00.009------ R R R

ok

07 SIUESS SRR ORI RN SRS S
> . . .

3.006
Q

2.005
(]

0.004fF - ++wbeereerieneneeniiog.

0.003

S LS 15 S S

0.001

e
T
e

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

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

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

1.0

Ratio

T

| o e R R

PG 5 0

LO 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

.z

take+duplicates vs

Ratio

0.8~

0.6~

0.4

0.2~

Vel

iy
TTTT] T

0.95

W
o

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

-20

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

N
>
o

E
7]

VS

take+duplicates rate

0.5
0.45
0.4

o
© w
w_a

0.25

o
b 0N

o

555 10 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


