[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_
+—

=
]
>
0
>
>
[5)
o

Q@
3]

£
[}

Ratio

Efficiend

efficiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.2
0.18
0.16
0.14
0.12

0.1

0.08F

0.06]
0.04
0.02

1Q

1.

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

=
)

r : : = Iy Bt
- [ L . .
e > . .
F : : 0 r
E : : 2 - :
S S I B S L R (B8 || E ARt SRR
FEoo L H I = 5 :
n H H . =] -
= : : -_? | : 4
e I L 0.6-----eeeie Flpgreee
o : : < I :
Y F s el | : )
g : 1 i : :
e e I R 0.4+ P A
T SR N T O r ++ +
» ' 02- * 4::“"
PSR S LSS . I ;ﬁ e
50 '&:u LA P A
ot e Y " [ V2B bR A f e
EH e 0 11 O T T i
-2 . 1 2 0.8% oy 1 l 2
10° 10~ 1 10 0 10° 10~ 10. 0
TP vertr (cm track ref. point r (cm
—=— DQM_old
—e— DQM_wrong
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_X_Y_Z_ RECO
[ N e [EEEEERE P SRR T
[ P S |

=

o
fos)

o
2}

©
N

0.2

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

be . -

-10 O 1 2 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

N
>
©
£

0.05
.045

50.04

5
:

0

0

Ratio

.035
0.03
.025
0.02
.015
0.01
.005

10

P
B N

I
[ L
o

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs

©
N
I

o
©
I

o
fe)
I

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

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

-10

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

~ O

>
8045

0

Sim

£0.35

o
N
a1

©
i
o1

fake+duplicates rate
o

0.05

Ratio

o
[

o
i

.5

4

()

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

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

..........

10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


