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

true tracks
fake tracks

Ratio
Ratio

1072 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cm
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref polnt position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

[%] 9] 9]
S ] ]
g g g
5 5 5
Q (3]
© =
5 ]
= :

_g . . .

...... —— DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

—— DQM_pixelCPE_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_pixelCPENoMatR_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

10
ie] : | Re]
s ¥ o NENE T
@ oof Il P A ¥ 4 ox
0.8 {H- - i
sl H ]
=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 2 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref "““"""“““"| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
° 2 R
Q Q [}
s g g
2 °
8 10 g
=
=]
k=l
o M H ¥ k=) o
3 ! : ) T T
o4 1 : A 14 14
i T+ 14 HHH*‘{ } T 05 ----3- - cmmememnmnaans LEERER] [EEEER]
°%5 =20 -0 0 10 20 30 B0 =20 -i0 0 10 20 30 -20 -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 PV |
¢ ¢ 2
g e 2
E 8107 8
=
=]
=
=} 2 2
] T T
4 [ 14
R 1 B i} o6f - =gk - - S
-20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 -20 -15 -10 -5 O 10 15 20 95 -4 -3-2-10 1 2 3 4 5

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



	Contents
	Page 1


