N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

fake tracks

%] E %]
< . <
g F : 8
L pree o
o S PP PT PP PP P L PPEPPP SPPEPPRR
107 re e B
Y I R : S
E i PR | PETEETTT
o o
= J1 L M 5T =
g ++H { | ;
0.9F1- H l
0. I :
1072 10 1 10 0? 1 10 0?
frack ref. point r (cn]D frack ref. point r (cn]ﬂ
N of associated (recaTosim) looper tracks vs transverse ref point position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |
4] %) F
X = F
° T 10tk
IS —1] 3
k] 10 F oo
S pnIIIiiiIiiiiiiiiiiiIiiiiiiiiiiiiiiic [ : L :
© DQM_VO00I_RO0U000000T __Global__CMSSW_CKIPUSU __RECO
—— DOM~V0001"R000000001Global—_CMSSW_mkFitPU50 _RECO
"""" —— DOM~"V0001"R000000001"Global__CMSSW_mkFitPUSO0CowPtQuad
102 DQM~V0001~R000000001_Global—_CMSSW_mkFitPU50LowPtQuad
B [ . A .
F) T R N S
10 E :o
""""""""""""" i }
10°° 10f+eeeieeeend ........................
o 1 g ' ;
g I PPV PO %t%l +
0.95f « - -« §rnnns %E#*#T
0'—30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)
ot s GecaTosim) ooper ks va rnsvers e pon osiion |
2 2
e 2
s 8107}
=
=]
=}
1072
2 R
d T ¢
14 : % 14 :
e TR ;
8556 =10 0 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_|
%] E %]
4 L X
10°F
2 -
10 E
[ + 4
8 K=]
T T
14 14

0 -5 0 5 0
track Sim. PV z (cm)

15 20

-5 0 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

i

il

|

-10

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

10

10°

10?

L]

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

N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs. sim PV |

duplicate tracks

-20

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



	Contents
	Page 1


