[ Efficiency vs vertpos |
- 05

ettic

Y

0.05
0

Q045 oo :

4 : :
O :

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

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

(8] . .
S fcic/ STTEIIN R :
0.3F -+eeeesieenneen: :

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

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

1JL TPTRRRRN AR :
0.2F oo e
0.5 -+erreerierenenens
1% U

1

Ratio

0.9

0
TT T LT T T

0.8 .
1072 10

1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr

take+duplicates vs. r

K Pt 5';'?" 8

Ratio

0.5

+o+..++ 3

1072 107

—=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitbase_ RECO
Efficiend —— pom_v0001_R000000001__ Global_ CMSSW_X_Y.

Z RECO

0.8

efticiency vs vert z

0.3
0.2F |-t |-

0.

[y

o

R

e o

N | —

0.9 1--

Ratio
=
||||||||||I TTT1
Al

-10

of
=]

{ T

S :

0.8%

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~ 0.05
>
80.045
£
=0.04
9.035
3
< 0.03F
C[_) -
8.025
()

0.02
0.015

0.0

0.005

Ratio
=
IIIIIIIII#IIIlll

I
o

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

take+duplicates vs. z
[ ]

0.2}--

R T S S S
O R Lt S S S
O R e S R A

A A R A NN

Ratio

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

-30 -20 -10 0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8 - Tastryeimae et

take+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

SR s S S RS S

X EHS N e e

) T R

RN

Ratio

RO i e At S

-10 5 0 510 15

20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


