[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

%)
X
3]
8

N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon |

duplicate tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

10

RAL]

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

true tracks

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

aa“‘“'“""a

2
tlrack ref. %gint r (cnjﬂo

fake tracks

Ratio

true tracks

kFit TT baseline 6

KFits_TT retramOIdFlIeleS v2_prelimWP_epoch4

20 30
point z (cm)

-10 O 10
track ref.

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

true tracks

[N
(=}
™

Ratio

0 5 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

6ite
anE 1T retra|nO1dF|Ie5125 v2 prellmWP epoch4

g e
8 e
x i,}_#-_ . ‘”"M% ﬁﬂv
T aul L.
41 ! w . Tl
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

N of associated

(recaToSim)looper racks vs ransverse rf point position |

2
[5]
[
o
©
S
=
3 10
1l
o« ;
s . :
15
BT TI0 0 10020030
track ref. point z (cm)
2
Q
g
2
K

Ratio

-5 0 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

10{

1
o . .
T . .
SR & ﬂ#%%c%@ﬁﬁl
|:| . : .||J: L.
h [ H T .
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

5 0 5 10 lo
track Sim. PVz(cm)

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

0

X

©

[

=

L

I

2

=

S

S

8 .

T H

@ 151---p---tf------ ‘EEEEEEE Femne-
11 5 e T N R
- LO 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


