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

2 2
8 g
p
E =
HH B 15 H B E
: ; ] g+ . . . o ]
: : | T : : : T : . |
I S e g i i LI S
d | Tl : TTH i |
PR - R LA L1 1 0 A 4 S o |00 L S
1072 10* X 5 5 1

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

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

(%] %] %]
% 3 3
g g g
g g
8 10? E
S piminiinoaniiiiiiiniiioo .
© —— DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
....... —— DQM_pixelCPE_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
10 ixel CPEChi20R2_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
B
o + X o | HH Re] . i
g Al el & 105 - HI & -tk
i | AL 11050 - ] :
0.8 [ O N i l = " i 'H 1
. 201 O
1072 10t 1 10 02 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
Nmmm,mmmwum,mwmw,m,P,mmwm| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
° 2 R E
Q Q [} I
g g 8 r
¢ 10° i) 10°F
s 3 E
= s
3 10 [
10? 10°F
10 10%F
1 [
] :
o y y g o
IRl ’Hﬂ £ ) :
-1 itk *”El il S I R U 0
-30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 850 -10 0 10 20 30 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
g g g
E s g
g
=]
=
k) o) o
] T T
4 14 14
- : i | : ; i : ; . . i 0' : : L ] :
=20 -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 -20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 =10 -5 0 5 0 15 20

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



	Contents
	Page 1


