N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

%] 9] 1%]
3 3 3
8 g g
5 s é
E: =
8 s * H I 8 . .
: ST 11510111 g g 11—
11 111 LT H
S UL L - 1-THHEF HE L ST
102 -1 2 -2 -1 2 -2 -1 2
10 10 tlrack ref. rl)gint r (cn]DO 10 10 tlrack ref. %gint r (cnjﬂo 10 10 &ack ref. %gint r (cn]DO
N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | N ofassociated (ecaToSim) racks vs ansverse 1 poit positon |
R 2
Q Q
g g
g g
8107 £102
S Rniniiiiiaioiaiioins .
© . —— DQM_mKHt_TT_baseR3_noSel_o
....... —— DQM_mkFit_TT_base_8iter_noSel_ok
) —— DQM_mkFit_TT_Retrainv2_8iter_noSel_ok
10~ T .- .
B
107
Re] 3 o+ ie] ]
T T I . k . T l Joay
o : : : e R | o1 F | RS o ]
05 mrmees FER AR [t :l ] : e | 5 R
- Eoo A il
192 10+ 10 0? -30 20 -10 0 10 20 30 -30 20 -10 0 10 20 30
t]r'ack ref. point r (cr%) track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref "““"""“““"| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
2 2 i
Q [5] Q
g g g
e e B
= 8107
=
=]
=}
1072
£ ! . ]
T ! : T
) | l ”m - )
-30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 -10 O 10 20 30 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 |
%] %] ]
S S ]
g g s
Q Q Q
= . g
=
=]
h=}
8 K=]
5 g :
14 14 :
-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 -10 0 5 10 15 20 —CbO -40 -20 0 20 40 60

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


