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

%] 9] 1%]
< x X
g g g
) g e
E 8
2 B o 2
T } : H H I T
& :|' NENE : H & «
b #ljr ......... eeeeans
-2 -1 2
10 10 tlrack ref. rl)gint r (cn]DO
N of associated (recaTosim) looper tracks vs transverse ref point position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |
[4] %] %]
x X x
g g g
e B g
8107 102 E
E
© —— DQM_VU00T_ROU000000T__Glob CMSSW _CKTPUS0 __RECO
—— DQM~V0001~R000000001Global—_CMSSW_mkFitPU50 RECO
"""" —— DOQM_V0001"R000000001Global__CMSSW_mkFitPUS0CowPtQuad _ RECO
102 —— DQM_V0001"R000000001_Global__CMSSW_mkFitPU50LowPtTriplet_ RECO
HH TOFE- - b L T

c

o T )
= 4ok T
x ] } ; 4
- kit e1pr i)
=) T 2 -30 —20 -10 0 10 20 30 30
10 10 t]r'ack ref. %gint r (crr%‘)O track ref. point z (cm) ack ref. point z (cm)
ol asociated (ecaToSim) loope acks vs wansvers e poin positon | [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]

fake tracks
duplicate tracks
tracks

Ratio
Ratio

-30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 % 10 20 30 5 0 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 |

true tracks
fake tracks

H
S
L

duplicate tracks

Ratio
Ratio

-60 -40 -20 0 20 40 60
track Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


