N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

T0fr-errmmmrmrmm el
ooy Sow
ST BT

Lt

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

true tracks

fake tracks

Ratio

| *ski;i ......

2 2 F .
Q Q L .
g S, .
£ =10 :
I 2 H
L E :
= N
=1 103
©  [lil1:[—— DQM_CKF_TTbarPU :
....... —— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU-noDNN-baseline :
—— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU-noDNN-fix e
B e . HH 0 0 L) 0
T : Y hy
FI 10| "EEEEE RSN ERPRRNNY T TS A Beees F ----- 1
............. . EEN
o o H H ) 1 .
g g SR E
. LIy .
-2 1 2 =30 -20 0 10 20 30 20 30
10 10 t]r'ack ref. %gint r (cn%)o track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
Nmmm,m(mmgummw,mwmwwmmmwm| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
2 2 i
Q [5] Q
g g g
e 2 B
S 8 =
= E
31 3
; ; N
o o 4 y y N y T o
IS IS el }[]] R IS
14 14 : + ‘ * : 4
: ;H- h*{{#[ R N st | I
0 10 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 Pvzl
2 2 2
Q
£
=]
h=}
2 2 2
T T T i
14 14 4 L
A T : :
H H . . 1 : N i2dd - 1 i i‘{: J_++ 3 H H
-20-15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 -20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 20 -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


