N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs transverse ref point position

z

true tracks
[
Q
2

[
o
w

[N
o
S

10

fake tracks

Ratio

true tracks

Nof N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |
1%} ]
x x
E -]
IS
L
=
=]
k=)
—=— DQM_CKF_TTbase
—— DQM_mkFit_TTbase
14 3 H
o o+ H . 1 ] .
R o s o | & 105 H ‘*{H{#ﬁﬂﬂ* mﬁ#}ﬂi HH'
I T L
- : JH-- 3 i : : : 4 : \
0.95!
-2 -1 2 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
10 10 t]r'ack ref. %gint r (crr%‘)O track ref. point z (cm)
ot s GecaTosim) ooper ks va rnsvers e pon osiion |
2 g [
ke 8
=
3 10|

Ratio

|
N
o
|
5
—
=
=
=
(=]

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

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

14
-% 14t ---12-H-F kAL -H At
(P | | U1 | 1 A 9
-30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)
2 F
= [
g L
210°F
g8 E
10°F
10?

11 T
11104
_#}#@tﬁ

Ratio
[
o I
S -
T
]

¢ R
e [ N
guop e A R A
= F e

10°E

10%E

10k PPN O S
o ok T T T Y
‘%105— l :* - l l - :
@t I

£ R IR

0¥5 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

5
track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

il

=30 -20

30
track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

0.

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

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

(X 08 R T R O8O PRt ¥ 1 % I

055 6 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


