N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon |

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

true tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

1 10. 0?
frack ref. point r (cr%)

N ofassociated (ecaToSim) racks vs ansverse 1 poit positon |

2 L R
Q Q [}
g g g
s - s
© 2
3 ]
= :
3 10
—— DQM_TT__CKF_ORI
—— DQM_TT__CKFLowPtT_ORIG
—— DQM_TT__ CKFLowPtT_MODIF
TR | B s EE e
10
o+ . Re]
] : T
o : @
| SEEEEREEE SRR -+ EEEEEEE LEEEEE R
RS 10 02 -30 20 -10 0 10 20 30 -30 =20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
Nmmm,mmmwum,mkwmwm,P,mmwﬂ"| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
° 2 R
Q Q [}
s g g
2 °
8 10 g
=
3 1
10
o 4 .- .- o v i 8
3 : ! ! T j T
A R il “ 2 RAL AR @ ! @
. ! 1=  ZEEET EEEER
0.9f=-=ixenn- i ‘H ---------- :
B =50 -10 0 10 20 30 020 10 0 10 20 30 %5615 =10 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 Pvzl
M R R R R R L 2
g g g
i © s
E 8 10? g
g
=]
=
1
o+ o ¢t 4 ¥ T o
g1 g 1% ; f*{ 5
1 1 - A |- | SRR L LR R D R
0 H : 0.9F- -~ { l+ﬁ Al i A 1 H
0 5 10 15 20 505 -0 -5 0 5 10 15 20 09850 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


