[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

T S R TP RPN T T STETI SR g
E g E . 2
3 E 3 . £
10°E* T ereenees
10°F 10°F
10°F 10?
10F 10
1
S 2
T 1.05 T
o 24
1
0.95) SEE
X . o. . .
1072 10 1 10. 0? 1072 107 1 10. 0? 1072 10 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cn%) track ref. point r (cn%) frack ref. point r (cr%)
1ot associaed recatosim) tooper racks vs ansverse et point posiion | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | N ofassociated (ecaToSim) racks vs ansverse 1 poit positon |
2 L L
g g g
2 - s
8 10* 510
< o S
° —or m-PnaS I- !:‘WH!:‘U
“pixel CPETemplate_s eé)z ttbar-phasel-newgeom
“pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare5_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
pixel CPETemplateCutChiSquare5Test_sfep2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
: IO T T
o o
= 1.2 = 1 ] N
g Il g 5 hhﬁb,q”e 5
0.8 ! ; N
0.6 FETTTTTR : i : : ! * + ! :
102 10 02 °¥/PH 20 -0 0 10 20 30 =30 20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
Nmmmmmmmum,K,MWWWWmmmnwm| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
R 2 L
Q Q [}
g g 8
£ 10 5]
=
3 10
8
T
o

-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

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

true tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

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

track Sim. PV z (cm)

il

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

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

2108 6 4 —2

0 2 4 6 8 10
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


