N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

Ratio

of associated recoToSim) Iooper racks vs vansuerse efpoit position |

duplicate tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

10°

true tracks

Wi

1 £+

+§l’+++u|_l+ﬁ

107

2
tlrack ref. %gint r (cnjﬂ0

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

tracks

2
Q
8
o
X
8
2
T
= : :
: ll£+
-2 -1 2
10 10 &ack ref. %gint r (cn]D0
N of associated (ecoTasim) acks vs ansverse efpoit position |
Q
Q
g
s
2

—— DQM_V0001_R00000

0001__Global__mkFitbase_ RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_X_Y_Z__RECO

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

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

true tracks

Ratio

0 5 0 5 10 15
track Sim. PV z (cm)

20

pay

0 10 20 30

fake tracks

Ratio

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

-4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

track Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

0 1 30
track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

%]
X
[}
o]
=

10°

10

Ratio

5 10 1
track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

H
S
L

duplicate tracks

1072

Ratio

0.5

0 20 40 60
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


