[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

—_
+—

20.45

[
>
>

9
$0.35

ettic

Ratio

Efficiend

N

20.18
(2]
>0.16
>
2
§0.14
o
£0.12
(]

0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02F

J—-\oo_l 111

Ratio

0.25

0.15

0.05

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

1.0

iy

0.954

0.2

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

| R Tttt et -

Y OSSR SR AN & —

r *+
0.6 -----rmmieeeee ++---5---+ -------- e

take+duplicates vs. r
&

0.4f -y S O S

02 oo S S S

Ratio

—s=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_original
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW._cleaner

0¥/ —=20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.02
>
50.018
5.016F
9.014
>
9.012
)
(&}
£ 0.0
()
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

Ratio

B

Ve

iy
T TTT

20-8 6 -4-20 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

4
i

S L

take+duplicates vs.
-
.

X RS S s et s S
S

s e e

Ratio

0¥3p =20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |
0.8

0.7

T S L
. ¥t | :
bytel et : :

o.s-J[ Tt

R N

e e

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z
——

LY S S T e S

S R e s s e

Ratio

PO -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


