[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
0.8

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

etticiency vs vert r

0.4

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

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

e I

] SO N S -~

U NSRS N S e

L fa) 1 | 1

0.7

0.6

0.5

take+duplicates vs. r

0.4
03
0.2F=" %

(| SRR AR

Ratio

=
TTTTHET T T T

0.95

Ratio

=
TTT I T TT

1072 107 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

0.95

1072 107

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

—s=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global

Efficiend

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__

__CMSSW_X_Y_Z__allNODNN2

CMSSW_X_Y_Z__all2

0.8

efticiency vs vert z

0kt

0.15— ------ + ........ ......... + !

Vs

. ——

e e

S s oo
et b :
0.5_ """" E---------E--p*mé-’--“-HE """" E“

0

S s LAis L St &

~ 0.5
2.0.45F - wcbeeeeen

w 2
[S1
I

©
w
T

ake+dupllcates
o

20.25

0.2
0.15F
0.1

0.05F -+ :
o N

Ratio

Ratio

H
T

0.95!

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

20

30 0%

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8

0.5

0.4

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

0.1

f—
0.6% ------ = ------- , -------- ~++a ........ -.

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

N e e

A ORS¢

~ 0.5
>
3 0.45

IS
5 04

V;
o
© w
w_

0.25

o
oo
o1 N

take+duplicates rate vs

©
i

Ratio

=10 LO

15

20 9

Sim. PV z (cm)

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


