[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position
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duplicate tracks

%] F ] F
X o X F
T "SETEEES ERPPPRRRE: SO B PRRRRR g 105l
g ¢
IR U S P SRS =
10*
10°
10?
10
L PR ||||||
8 v 8
g ++H g
Bty .
1072 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref polnt position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |
3 2 R
i g g
Y A S 5 5
) ; g
o] St L PP S
—— DQM_¢ or|g|nal _step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
X —— DQM_mkFit_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
... —— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
N 5 A UEEH
A SRR oy
]
T
o4

fake tracks

=
o
S

|

=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_|

true tracks

[N
o
@l

53 - 30
track ref. pomt z (cm)

Nt associated (ecaToSI) loper racks vs ansverse e point posiion |

[
o
w

duplicate tracks

9,

=30 -10 0 10 20 30

fake tracks

[N
(=}
S

20 -1i5 -0 50 &

track Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

—5 0 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

S5 =I5 16

930 =60

10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

=20 -15 -10 -5 O

5

10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs. sim PV |

duplicate tracks
=
o
2

=
o
w

10°

=
(=]
T

=20 —15 10 -5 0

5

10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


