[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

1.2

efficiency vs vert r
T

Ratio

- o L SRR L

...."1‘....
H
e
+

1072 101 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cn%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

~ 0.8¢
9 C
> L
@ 0.7:— """""""""""""""""""""""""
g F
= 0.6:—
=} L
S r
& 0.5
2 r
s F

°
~
|

o o
N (o8]
ARRREI
£

4

[=}
N
I

» O

Ratio
g

) .

1072

—— DQM_old

Tici —e— DQM_wrong
Efficiend _._ bom vo0o1_R000000001_ Global__CMSSW_X_Y_Z_ RECO

o)

efficiency vs vert z
( o O
[e)] ~|
I TTTT I LB
—-—
—_—
—

o
[¢)]
IIIIIIIII
..‘l.."f:'ﬁ.. esasapasane
;—u—:

o
N
I

o
[
T

09320 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.8

c o ©
oo N

efficiency vs Sim. PV
o
N

o
w

R

=

o

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

. Z

SR S S S St S

o
©
I

o
fe)
I

fake+duplicates vs

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

©
N
I

R

8 VOO SO TS SR O
L : {Illllnllu:nllll.lllil :

-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
~ 0.5

>
8045

IS
o 04

rate vs
o
w
(]

0.3
[%]
0.25

fake+duplicate
o
B ©
a N

o
i

0.05

Ratio
ey

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


