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

L F R F
g I g
s
E 8
2 k=)
T T
T og &
0.6}
1072 107 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref polnt position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |
(%] %] %]
3 3 3
g g g
g s
8 10? E
=
S o peeseieoiiiiiil
© . —— DQM_TT__CKF_ORI
....... —— DQM_TT__CKFandPLess_ORIG
—— DQM_TT__ CKFandPLess_MODIF
10 HH 0 E:
10?
o H M o o
[ SEEE I B & EEPE repeeee- Feeemeean T T
o . i * : @ @
N N 0.51
O || 3 i# """" : o o . PRERRE
1072 10 1 10 0 -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)
|N.. (recaTosim) looper iracks vs transverse ref nmmmm| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
° 2 R E
S (3] 5 [
g g 8 r
) ) 10°F
8 10° g E
= s
3 10 [
10°F
10%F
1 [
2 9
g g
-30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 -30 -20 -15-10 -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 PV |
4] E %] - %]
s f s F S
g 3 8 F s
o 104k o 104 °
E 10 :é 10 3 §
L F =
L L =]
=
10°F 10°F
10°F 10%F
F o e S R ahh 10
o [ = °
= 1= = =
© © ©
X oof ERTER A E ogf--anep-f .
. H M A 4 N N A N N N .
08F= === -g sassatiy l P S ...'a-;.-p::—.-:“'t,...a«.ﬂ R { oo
07 . - . . . . H . . Tttt A . ] ] 3 2 . .
=20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 -20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 -20 -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


