[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

=
Qo

ES
T,

=
o

w
Ty

=
o
R
Ty
*

""""""" +++

L |

1 10 0?
frack ref. point r (cml)

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

true tracks

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

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

fake tracks

Ratio

N of assoclated (recoToSim)tracks vs transverse ref point posion |

2 2 R
Q Q Q
[ < [
© g
5 £ 10
S friIiniiiiiiniIITIIIIIIIIIIIIINY
© —— DQM_TTPU_| mkFlt build
— DQM_TTPU_mkFit_Fit
—— DQM_TTPU_mkFit_100RescaleBoth
T TO TO
10° 10°
ie] o 8o v
] T T |
X 4 o o4
0.95] 0.95) i
0.6) : 7 ; :
102 <t °30 =20 -0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
ot assocated (ecoToSm) oaper racks vs wansverse rf it positon | [N of reco track vs. sim PVz ]
@ 10° © .
B g 10°
g
3
=l
10°
P e o e
T ! ! | : ! :
€ b . }: - :
: ! ! S *yuhuﬂfhnnvdﬁhhii .....
: ) . : UG o - % 1 ! h * #t i*
98550 -10 0 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 %6 -i5-10 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 z |
0 1] 4]
X 4 <
Q [5} Q
g g g
[ [} Q
£ 10° s g
=
=]
=]
2 o -
© F3 T q
- N e K @ 4 il | @ A1
eob T O ol ﬁ il 4 M
Hiremm] I O o e L
E %5015 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20

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

track Sim. PV z (cm)

-20 -15 -10

-5

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


