N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

true tracks
fake tracks

Ratio

05 iﬂiﬁﬁﬁ + # ..... ........

1072 10

&ack ref. pomt r (cn]D

R 2
Q Q
g g
° s
2 2
L =
s : : - 3
° | —— DQM_VUUUI_ROU000U00T __Global. CMSSW RTRECO
—— DOM~V0001"R000000001"Global——_CMSSW_mkfit_ RECO
—— DOM”"V0001"R000000001"Global__CMSSW_mkfitCowPtQuad _ RECO
—— DOQM_V0001_R000000001Global CMSSW—mkfnLoth riplet__RECO
1 R S
2 ]
T T
o o
0.5
-2 1 2 30 20 30
10 10 t]r'ack ref. %gint r (cn%)o track ref point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref nmmmm| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
2 2 i
8 8 g
e 2 B
8102 g
£
=]
=}

] =]
T T
14 4
0.5 - rerame e PR Pee--
0.5, ! L L ] ol . . . . . 0.7, .
=30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 ~10 -5 0 5 0 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
[%] 4] 0
2 3 g
g g s
Q Q Q
E 810 5
=
=]
©
10
1
1
8 e 1 e 1
T T T
14 14 4
0.5|
0.5
Mo 5 0 5 10 15 20 -0 5 0 5 10 15 20 %310 1.2 3 45

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



	Contents
	Page 1


