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

(4] [%]
2 -
g 8
:
g =
N 2 | H 2
: T : : I
: T @ B B A @
281145011 1
107? 10" 1 10 0? 1072 107 1 10 0?
frack ref. point r (cn%) track ref. point r (cr%)
ot associatd (ecoToSim) looper acks s ransverserf point posiion | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | N of assoclated (recoToSim)tracks vs transverse ref point posion |
%] 2] 1%}
x x X
Q Q Q
[ < [
© ©
T £
53 5
= H H
3
""" —=— DQM_old
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global
T : : IO
il Re]
T 14 T
14 o
1.2
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 0 10 2 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

N} g 2
OO RN RS O
2 2 h
K g
=
10 =R R Y R T T
1
g = ! °
g . ML 3
30 20 -0 0 10 20 30 %0 20 -i0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PVz | N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs. sim PV z |
(4] 1] 4]
X - x x
Q [5} Q
g | g g
() | [} Q
2 s g
3
10 E
2o : 9 = 1 I o
3 I I 3 RO i g
4 AN TR S o4
R T B R e EL R R | I + + 1 Poonor o
-10-8 6 4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10 -10-8 6 4-2 0 2 4 6 8 10 —G’O -8 6 -4 -2 0 2 4

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



	Contents
	Page 1


