N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

L F R F
g I g
° E 10 —
E s F
10°F
10°F 10°E
10 10
T IR e . o . : R th T TR s Lo
SRR | PR | P 3 by E 3 i) PR | PR | P T SRR i PR | PRI | " alig
o v o v o v
T : : T : ! I k ! : H
g | scadjqeaacanad W - g | ey I— " i L g i i +: l
e i T ———
095—* #i i 2 S + 095—* i Hi}i# ......... : “ |
o 2 l 1 : l 2 o 2 1 4 l : 2 098 2 l : 2
10~ 10 1 10. 0 10~ 10~ 1 10. 0 10~ B 1 10. 0
track ref. point r (cr%) track ref. point r (cn%) frack ref. point r (cr%)
N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | N ofassociated (ecaToSim) racks vs ansverse 1 poit positon |
(%] %] %]
% 3 3
g g g
g g
3 10* E
s
3 10 ;
—— DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquareNew_step?2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
T T RE WE?
1H]
3 10?
[ ik el ul il H
o + e . o Re] . ¥ ]
T ] ] | T T : : v
o 1 | g ] 14 14 o i HI t
0.8fH <A Beaeeaann ) #MM JHi
0.6fH B R R EEERH L B O ERPPPPe ] ! i . : :
= = 09530 = - 0. = =
1072 10t 10 02 0 -20 -10 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)
|Nmmm,mmwmmw,”mmmw,m,P,mmwm| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
R 2 L
Q Q [}
g g 8
2 °
8 10 g
=
3 1
o & I}
T 1 T
o o : : :
ol -tHE - 1tHtHAHFFHHERFRH-R- ¢ -HE-He F 70 R o el Ty
! 3 { ! 0.6E(1 - tF - - -0 -% -1 - h N
°%30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 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 Pvzl
4] E %] - %]
s f s F S
g 3 8 F s
o 104k ) ©
Eh: & g
b g
L =]
=
10°F
10°F
o v o . . b o
I I . : . I
4 o ﬁ L[] 24
0% 45 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 0% 75 -0 5 0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


