N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

L 2 E 2 F
g g F g
5 = E
E s
10°F
10? E
10F
=
k! e E °
3 g K
14 ¥ o0F o
0.8
1072 10 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)
1ot associaed recatosim) tooper racks vs ansverse et point posiion | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | [ ot essocited recoTosim) ks vs vansverse et poit positon |
[%] F 9] F 9] F
X F B X F . . : . . X F
gt ; O . S g .
210 : = : o S ERRREE AR 10
T . . 4 . =
o . . . =
= ; : :
Y] St .. [ ] o T 103
5 10 —— DQM_TT__original .
X —— DQM_TT_modified_models9
102k ----- —— DQM_TT__mod_modelW29
E : : : : RO E
3 P : S 3
10k +++ bt 1opt Beeed ” 10}
0 ] B R ARSI et it
i E
— g £
UL I
-++H#H T oof
osf : : !
0. 1L . . . 07, ¥ . . . . 2
=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

[N
(=]
S

fake tracks

[N
o
W

-
o
S

TTeTTIy

10+

5

Ratio

track ref. point

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

30
z (cm)

true tracks

Ratio

0.7,

=20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10
track Sim. PV

15 20
z (cm)

track ref. point z (cm)

Nt associated (ecaToSI) loper racks vs ansverse e point posiion |

duplicate tracks
T

10

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

2

8 10*
10°
10? :

g T +: D ]‘]l
0.9F - - -~ F**"“ﬂ-’*{*«‘lﬁ#’}ﬂ +

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

track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

10°

10

10°

Ratio
e

=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

'—720 -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


