N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position Nof associated (recoToSim) tracks vs transverse ref point position

true tracks
fake tracks

Ratio
Ratio

0.95 0.95 L
1 10. 0? 1072 1 10. 0? 1072 10 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cr%) track ref. point r (cn%) frack ref. point r (cr%)
N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | N ofassociated (ecaToSim) racks vs ansverse 1 poit positon |
(%] [ mp— %]
x x x
g g g
10°
] 5
=
S 10b----cedeae... v PP S .
© M_NOFIT_StepZ_ttbar-pnasel-newgeo
M”noCPE_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
M_cpeGenericTime_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
M_cpeTemplatedTime_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
o+ Re]
] 1 T
o ] o
0.95 . 0.95! A ; 1 095 . . i .
1072 107 1 10 02 =30 -20 -10 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 10 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref pmmnnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
R 2
Q Q
s g
2 °
8 g
=
3 10
1
o
T
14
1
20 30 °¥p 20 -10 0 10 20 30 °Bp 5 0 5 10 15 20
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_| N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs. sim PV |
4] %] %]
S i S S
g 8 s
g e @
= o 8
=
3 10

g v g [
g q 5 1
14 3 . @ .
1 0 IR EEEEREEEE i
0.95 . i i . ; 0.95 i ; ; 0. i ; ; i 1 i
210 -5 0 5 0 15 20 =10 5 10 15 20 =4 -2 0 2 68 10

4
track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


