N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

N of assoc

iated (recoToSim) tracks vs transverse ref point position

true tracks

Ratio

e
.3

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

duplicate tracks
=
S

[
o
9

10°°

0. L
1072 107

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

N of rec

onstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

tracks

fake tracks

Ratio

T4

0. S
1072 10" 1 10 0?
frack ref. point r (cn]ﬁ

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

true tracks

[
o
)

Elvector TOUOEV
cpeOK_SORTRZ2_TEST OUTLIERS_lOOOevt

t —cpeOK” SORTRZZ‘FESTOUTLIERG 1000evt

“fit_cpeOK SORTRZZ_TESTOUTLIERG getS lOOOevt

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

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

N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PVz |

true tracks

Ratio

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

ﬁl{[ ‘: 2.0 30

track ref. point z (cm)

N of associ

=
S}
o

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

duplicate tracks
=
3
L

%0 20 -i0 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

- - e -l ol - -

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

30
track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

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

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

—
S

duplicate tracks

Ratio

0.5

550 40 20 0 20 40 60
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


