N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

%] F 9] 1%] F
3 3 3 f
L U SRR SU £ £
g 2
E E s
102F e Beeseaaes
o PR | PETEETTT o o
T 1 I T
14 14 4
-
o 2 .1 2 2 ° 2 .1 2
10~ 10~ 1 10. 0 1 10. 0 10~ 10~ 10. 0
frack ref. point r (cn]D frack ref. point r (cn]ﬂ &ack ref. point r (cn]D
N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | [ o associted ecotosim ks vs wansverse et point posiion |
[4] %] F %]
x X - x
g g I 8,00
5 = =10
Q [
g g
£ 10*
3 10° L
—_— DQM CKF_TTbase
—— DQM_mkFit_TTbase
Re] o . . ie]
T T : ; < 1
o o - 3 ‘1 N 4 ]
0 1
0.95) 1 g \ N 4
0.7 . 0. . X . 08 . . : . L
102 10+ 10 0? ST 20 30 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
t]r'ack ref. point r (cn%) track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs Wansverse ref point position N of reco track vs. sim PV z
[ ]
2 2 F 9 F T
8 g ol g I :
s S 10°F 5 :
Q Q F 10 E -
X = F E
8 8 I E
5 10°F b :
S E [ .
3 E H
10%F 10° 3
10°F | .
E 10°F :
10F E :
F sl :
1= 107 H
° E o Lu o 1 1 ! 1 1 1 1
2 F =
14 4

-10 O 10 20 30

=30 —20 =30 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_|
2 : g F
g | : g
§ 105§— : % 105§—
10°F 10°F
10°F : 10°F :
10°F : 10°F :
E ] ] ] ] ] ] ] o ] ] ] ] ] ] ]
8 . o v . N N
T 1 = . : :
@ . 4 .
ook k] A % """
09 : +"'+++«-.q-. oot + + f ++ R e + ++
i to 50510 15 20 0 is i 56510 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

[N
(=}

S
T

0.7,

=20 -15 -10

-5

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



	Contents
	Page 1


