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

4] E 9] 4]
s : : S S
g I H H o g
100 e IRRIIEEEE PRRRIEREE RRIEREEE g e
E wons T = £
P :
103 E_ .
I Ll
L R AL AL R R *
10
o = o ! o
I T ] T
14 14 i 14
1 N
0.95}
0985 1 2 %95 .1 l 2 05 : 1 102
10~ 10~ 1 10. 0 10~ 10~ 10. 0 10~ 10~ 1 10. 0
track ref. point r (cn%) track ref. point r (cn%) frack ref. point r (cr%)
(%] %] %]
3 3 3
g g g
2 - s
5 10* E E
E Friiiii
s 10 orgmar_step m-PnaS I- !:‘WH!:‘U
“pixel CPETemplate_s eé)z ttbar-phasel-newgeom
“pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare5_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
pixel CPETemplateCutChiSquare5Test_sfep2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
- TO
1=
ie] | X ie] Re] ]
g b1 S - e Lo e - k= = . H
['4 q | i 24 24 0 |
0.9k -1-1-FhE-F - 11~ -1 - - - - - m 1] i l i
0. L . L 0.9 I i 0. ! : ; r J
1072 107 1 10 02 —530 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 -10 0 0 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref ymmvpnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
° 2 R E
Q Q [} I
g g 8 r
) g 10°F
8 10° g ;
a [
3 10 [
10°F
10%F
il 1 ) :
: i
=} iel .
2 1 = 1 - =5 -
14 ! 14
t ool W AEHAIHHEAHH- ~H-FIHEAA-FHAH HEE F T S i T
0% 20 -10 0 10 20 30 °8Bp~ =20 -10 0 10 20 30 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 PV |
4] E %] - %]
s f s F S
g 3 8 F s
o 10°F o 104k ©
310 g 10 g
L F =
F 3 3 10
10°F 10°F
10°F 10%F
. . . . . 2
4 N F H . ) . T
T R | £ 11 1 I P .H+ @ H
W ﬂ*l LT 09 H Y SR T o O R A D
¢ TR : L R Lk T : ] :
0 5 10 15 20 0% =15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 T 0 5 10 15 20

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



	Contents
	Page 1


