[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

~ 0.2
o

$0.12
0.1

0.08fF -+ P
TS S
0.04F -+ P

0.02

SEONT: SRR IR
2 F : :
20,16
o - . .

TRV, SRR S
(&) . .

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

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

Ratio

0.8F-

[ 4

Ci:— ------------

0.6f i -rreemrrde e

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cn%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vert r

1_ """""" :'"‘ """"" """"""

T

i

) rm—— ..! ........! ........! L

fake+duplicates vs. r

+|+

Ratio

—— DQM_old

Tici —e— DQM_wrong
Efficiend _._ bom Vo001 _R000000001__Global__CMSSW_X_Y_Z_|

N

0.8

efficiency vs vert z

o

0.6 -+ ebereee e

S s S =

7] S N

e

. T -

e

Ratio

T
;

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |
~0.02

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

>
f0.018
5016
9.014
>
_a_%).mz
(&)

& 0.01
(]

0.008F

0,008 ++4-vrdo o

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

000df+ | i
0002+ +erfe oot oo sbodobo b
TN RN
R RY S e mm——
5 F 0 oo
24 [ ! |
e - — S o
09" 3 51T 0 1L 2 3 45

Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

e s o

-

Ratio

1.

i

e

-30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30
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

L

Ratio

1.

iy

e

08 6 4 20 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

L Ll



	Contents
	Page 1


