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

%] F ] F
X - % 3
g I g
o 10 ;— E
E F ks
10’
107 - r e
10k e i by
T T :
E 3 i) P PETEETTT
8 v . H 8
T ! ++ I
@ : | @ .
{Hﬁﬂ%ﬁ**j . -
0.99 2 : 1 2 : 2 . 1 2
10~ 10~ 1 10, 0 10~ 10~ 1 10, (0}
track ref. point r (cn%) frack ref. point r (cr%)
1ot associaed recatosim) tooper racks vs ansverse et point posiion | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | N ofassociated (ecaToSim) racks vs ansverse 1 poit positon |
2 F : 2 R
g I E g g
g UETT 1
3] F - ]
S r - - :
=] 103 I cdacacaaaa e eaeaaas e
© E —— DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
X —— DQM_pixelCPE_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
102k ----- —— DQM_pixelCPEChi20R2_step?2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
: : : 10 H
10
b LR R SR L SRR
o +vf °
] T
[hd o4
AT bkt et -
o2 1 10 02 °¥P/ 20 10 010 20 30 °¥30 20 10 0 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 F
Q Q [} I
[ g g F
g o 10°F
8 10° 8 10 ;
a [
=] -
©
10°F
10°
10°F
10?
E : H
o v + f
T : t
0'—‘30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 0'—‘30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 0'—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 |
1%} 9] C [}
] ] I ] F
8 g g
) ¢ 10°F @ 10k
£ 10° s E 8 F
N a L
- 3 -
h=l
10°F 10°F
: - i
10°F 10°F
10° E 10
9 1.5 F 9 FNVE F
© T
@ @
1+ 1+
°¥0 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20 0% =I5 10 5 0 5 10 15 20 °¥0 =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


