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

%] 9] 1%]
3 3 3
© I} S T T
E] g
E102 K SRR R LR R R EEEEEEE
10
o i ° R
I : I
o ZENT1TI b X 15
e
1072 10 1 10. 0? 1072
frack ref. point r (cm
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref polnt position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |
%]
P4 L
Q
I L

true tracks

H
S
L

duplicate tracks

10

— ~-lowpTt
—— DOM”mkFit_TT retrain—[%wpt
------- —— DOM_mkFit_TTold-lowpt
—— DOM”_mkFit_TT_NEWdefault_specPLess3-low,

H
<
b

Re] ie]
T T "
- : i
30 8520 -io 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref pmmnnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
2 2 i
Q [5] Q
g g g
e 2
= 8107
=
>
o

»—\
S
b

Ratio
Ratio

0¥ 20 -i0 0 10 20 30 8020 -0 0 10 20 30 °®5 =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 |
2 R 2
Q Q Q
X =1
E s S10-
=
=]
©

[N

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

e oo : : : : :
5 0 15 20 =108 6 4-20 2 4 6 8 10 %0 =40 20 0 20 40 60
track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


