[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

~ 0.2 ; ; ; ; ;
s s S
" E : : : : :
20.16------ AR S R i P
> : : : : :

2 F ... PRURUR U § PR SO DU
,0_90'14- : : : : :
§0.12:— """ R A R
o F : : : :

R Rt Sl LI S S
008 oo
0,06 -+-frerovi |
0.04F-+e-deeeeeiegeee
0.02 ; :

Ratio

0.8

R b
Y SR SR -
Y R A RN N S —

| SSSRS NA— .

O R LS EREEEREE
o : +
L . +
“E E-n- 1t
Ak FPETTIT EEEEEERETT B LLLETEET M1 BT
1.0 T T T
e R = 2 R PP

0.95

1072

107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cn%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

=

0.8

fake+duplicates vs. r

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

Ratio

0™ 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

—=— DQM_old
—e— DQM_wrong

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__ CMSSW _X Y _Z |

N
Py
m
Q
]

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

1.0

e
TTTT [T
+
i+
- o

%5

10 20
TP vert z (cm)

-20 -10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
> I T N
e e S I S Rt

S

B.035F i
P : : : :
[t A
K e R R &
[©] N N N N
O R St
T S S R U SLIE EIEE S o
O R SR e
O & Sk SEE IS E TN TR

Ratio

FO.04E ot

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

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

J..W(‘ .

o
©
C

H
)
i
0
I
T
i
1

=
o

20 2 4
Sim. PV z (cm)

30

fake+duplicates vs. z

o O
T L4
a g

AR TR

b I ] 3
L R

-0 0 10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.1

Pt b b b by by

1.4

Ratio

420 2 4
Sim. PV z (cm)

8 6



	Contents
	Page 1


