N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

tracks

Ratio

F 1%] F
L —(‘4) L
[ g
10° E.- 13) 10° :?
[ as [ oy,
10°F 10°F
10°F 10°F
10° 10°F
o Lol y
b E :
R T ;
0.95 : 0. :
1072 107 1072 107

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

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

| N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

duplicate tracks

fake tracks

fake tracks

1 10 0?
frack ref. point r (cn]ﬁ

[1vot assosiated recoTosim) racks vs transverse re point positon |

true tracks

[y
Q
>

P
w

true tracks

Ratio

30

2 F
Q -
<
= 10F
. N 3-_
-l DQM_TEST_ rautt 10
—— DOM_test_mkFitFit
—— DQMtest_mKFitFit_retest
——— DOM _test_mkFitNOFit_retest
U+ [
. 10F
: 1
| Il J
L h o )
T !
14 i
Py i
0.95[ g ]
0% - 2 0835 230" =i T 2030
10™ 10~ 1 10. 0 o - - .
track ref. point r (cn]ﬂ track ref. point z (cm)
2
Q
[
s
T
L
o
310
1
o v
T
) @
! 1
%5 20 -10 0 10 20 30 °¥36 20 -0 0 10 20
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PVz |
0 F
x
X [
3 [
210
8 E
10°F
10%F
10
o iv F T T T
© i . ]
i i
£ il
0'—"20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 o'—ZO -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

-10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

=20 -15 -10 -5 0

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

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

duplicate tracks

4 6 8 10
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


