N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

10%— ------------------------------- +..+.*
i sl 2
gl
107 tlrack ref pointr cr%)

fake tracks

Ratio

0.95
1072

o.
1072 10" 1 1
frack ref. pomtr(crrll)
(%] %] %]
S s ]
g g g
s - s
© 2
3 ]
=
3 10 ;
J— DQM_or|g|nal_stepz_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—_— DQM p|erCPETempIateCutChiSquareNew?fstepittbar-phasel-newgeom
: IUE:
1H]
3 10?
o + o Re]
3 qfH T T
[hd o o4
0.8fH
0.6fH i-f ] k ]
102 10t 1 10 02 °%¥0 20 -0 0 10 20 30 035 20—t T0 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
|Nma«mm‘ (recoTosim) looper tracks vs transverse ref pmmnnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
° 2 R
Q Q [}
8 g 8
s
8 10 g
=
3 1
2 ! [ o)
T 3 3 T
' 8 - K . 4 @
! 0.8+ - - H
0,95 LU L L J L L R — - 0. .
=30 -20 -10 0 0 20 30 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 =20 10 -10 —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 L ¥ 2
° 10k © s
Eh: 8 g
b g
- =]
=
10°F
10°F
10
g +wof 9 ' 9
T I : I
4 @ : @
1 -1 0.9
H s N 1 N O08f---r--f1t- b H d i i
0% 45 -10 -5 0 5 0% 715 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20 050 -i5-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


