N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

2 F 2 F i
5 s E
E: =
8 8 8
I I T
14 14 4
o Y
-2 1
10 10 &ack ref. pomtr(cn]\)
N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | N ofassociated (ecaToSim) racks vs ansverse 1 poit positon |
L 2 Y
Q Q Q
g g g
° - s
2 2
L =
E - ok
s 10k —— DQM /0001 RG0000000T_Global —CMSSW ckfnocuts. RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_mknocut3_RECO
—— DQM_ VOOOl _R000000001__Global CMSSW mknocutinoclean3_RECO
H' HI v
1
10?
Re] ie] ie]
= 15 = =
o | H _____ e T s : : : . . 4
h D et it
05 - IR FR ocby s anm e R, gy
102 10+ 10 -30 20 -10 0 10 20 30 —30 —20 STy 20 30
tlack ref. point r (cr%) track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref nmmnnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
Q [5] Q I M M
g g g F . .
O > T T L A U P
g g T
= = i
3 10 [ -~ e
100 -2 P SR CLPP
L
T SR REE R B
E+ +
4 [+ .
2 o 1 o
T : : : T T
14 |, : : Do " 14 4
Y P }
0.5 T R gy 0.5 : : :
'ﬂ"’ é 'ﬂm...c“" u!ﬂ:. Y “N}. : : : ! 0.6 t -l_-ho- NS SLU PN 4. _____ L.l
-30 —20 -10 O 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 -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 Pvzl
2 F : 2 F 2
g | : g I g
b : S10°F =
o 10°F ] E )
Ehl: : £ f 5
[ : L £
[ : 10°F 3
10°F - ; E
; o 10°F
L : B
: B
0 : i
E 10
E+ ++ E
[+ : F
R 1—T
- ————— s ¥ : : 2
2 : IS : : IS
14 : : 14 : : 4
08 P e 'H> H : :
oe}+..+:f~.~.-:‘itf‘r:~.~ift+.+ ............ 09 “"‘"*“:"‘":’*‘**Jrjr+ : PR A et I £ L
-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 -10-8 6 -4-2 0 2 4 6 8 10

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


