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

4] F 9] F 4] F
x F M X - . X -
Q N Q L M Q
s 4L : ; : S : 8
10 J : g 10 : o
E : : : = [ oo g apames 8
103 foeenn Feeeeeses 10°F :
E - E
B B -
Lo R AR R LR AR O R AT L LR R EAL R
3 ] E
Y A $oe
AR
§=] o . . 8
g 3 : : 3
o o *_-l- + i ; o
Tk #+:*ﬁ-+ M-
0.95 0.95 . :
1072 10* 1 10 0? 1072 10 1 10. 0? 1072 10" 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cm track ref. point r (cm frack ref. point r (cm
N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | [ o associted ecotosim ks vs wansverse et point posiion |
(%] %] F %] F
3 3 f 3 f
£ g, g ., : : : : :
s ' g WO
8 10 E 2 F . P :
a s r N ¥ N N I
=1 3L B .
° — T m-{)ngs\ l-ncwHuum
—— DQM”pixelCPETemplate_s eé)z ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DOM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquareNew_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
10 DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquareNewZ_stepZ_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
i S
M0 SRR S P R EEEE
o 9 = o
] T T
[hd o o4
0.9
0.6l 0.95 X . . 095, » !
1072 107 1 10 02 =30 0 10 20 30 =30 -20 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 ]
Q Q [}
S. . g g
© 10 — E
s F 8 10
i =
10°¢ 3
10? 3
10F
1= H
o ¥ ° . I
S 105k S : + 'I'ﬁ i
i 2 *5"**“; W
0% 20 -10 0 20 30 °85 =20 -10 0 10 20 30 0¥ =15 -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 PV |
4] %] - %]
k] s F : S
g g 3 . s
Q e 10°F : o
L A - g
N =3
L =]
=
10°F
10%F
10
° o+l o
I © T
4 @ @
.
510 15 20 0% 715 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20 80 0 15 20

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



	Contents
	Page 1


