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

%] F 9] F 1%]
< - < - ﬁ
g I : : : g I g
B (O e T O (O e AR 5
: : : g E <
10°
R A e e
10
1 3 "
° o Ly E LT | PR | PRI °
= PR AR I = i =
g g Ml - g
STt ET r 0.95%
o -2 2 o -2 lfl 2
10 tlrack ref. rl)gint r (cn]DO 10 10 tlrack ref. %gint r (cnjﬂo
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref polnt position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |
[4] %] %]
x X x
Q Q Q
g I R g g
° - s
N | 2
L =
= :
=]
° . D IVI m||—|l TThase
——— D mKkFit_TT retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWP_5iter
—— D M mkFltTTbasel|ne Giter
—— D M man—I“l_RetramVZ WP2 6|ter
18
J i J
o+ . ie] o
T T T
o o 4
]
0 = 2 S5t To 2030 : ' ' 510
10 10 t]r'ack ref. %gint r (crr%‘)O track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref nmmnnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
2 2 i
Q [5] Q
g [ e T R bt R g
@ 10° g
2 2
S S -------------------------------------
=
=]
=}

[
o
o

B =50 -10 0 10 20 30 0MP 0 -0 0 10 20 30 S5 =i5 ~10 5 O 510 1t
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 2 9
(4] Q [}
2 s g
]
=]
k=]
g e F EARAR) o™
5 5 TP TETIT 5
« X oof gt @
T THERTER o8f------FEE 1 if*"‘ L+ : Y
%96 =15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 %55 10 15 20 =T =3 10 I 2 3 45

5
track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


