N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

N} F : 2 E
Q N Q
S I : s I
10°F et FARRRRRERE e Preeeeees 2 10°F
— :
10°F 10°F
10°F 10°F
10?
o v
I
24
1

0.95 . 0. .
107? 10" 1 10. 0? 107 107
track ref. point r (cm

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

| N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

tracks

....... e y 103

=
(=]

fake tracks

1 10 0?
frack ref. point r (cn]ﬁ

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

true tracks

duplicate tracks

TEST [DetanrT
test_mKkFitFit
“test_mkFitFit_noOL

“test_mKkFitNOFit_retest

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn]ﬂ

o : .
[ L
0.95)+ “eeet
7 102 30 20 -10 0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

30

N} F 2
g g
¢ 0¥ 2
s F §
10 5 10
10°F
1k
e
©
o A1 r
0.950~
%0 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 |
[%] 1]
X x
[} [5}
g 8
E 2
= & 10°
10°
10?
o o s ! .
T 3 | I
14 14 : ! p
oo gﬁ
0¥6 =15 =10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 0%)5 =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

10°

10*

=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

Ratio

0 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


