N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

N of associated (recoTosim) tracks vs transverse ref point position

g oL £
3 o
3 2
107
102 ;_ ............................. . _:
*
i st
105— -------------------------------- *
uj 15 M | N
o v ! o
o1 ¢ =
e l lh mi#*{,* 1 e
7 I+I1T
102 10* 1072

1 10. 0
track ref. point r (cr%)

N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon |

fake tracks

Ratio

1072 10 1 10. 0?
frack ref. point r (cr%)

N ofassociated (ecaToSim) racks vs ansverse 1 poit positon |

2 L R
Q Q [}
g g g
g g
3 10* E 10k
= . E
3 10kl e s L
— DQM TT__| mkFlt -DQM_original s
—— /data2/legianni/standalone-May24/CMSSW_13_2_X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated-0 |...:.....
—_— DOM TT | mkFlt -DQM_original_ newwmdows :
TU Fot
: 10?
[ j
o 4 I o
] T
e dH--H44 4 &
0.9/ -1 -F-kF -} ----
G2 107 1 10 02 °¥{P/ 20 100 10 20 30 0930 100 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 ]
° 2 R
Q Q [}
[ g g
s
8 10 8
=
3 1
he] 2
T T
@ @
0.9
093520 10 20 30 °85 =20 -10 0 10 20 30 0% =15 10 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 Pvzl
L R <
° © s
£ 10t ® g
g
3 10
1
2 : : K £ 14
© . . .| ©
4 : + b X 12
! #*{H' / 1
P AN ] S 11 O S T T S 11 0.8f - ] i :
=20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 =20 -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 -20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


