N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

N of associated

(recoToSim) tracks vs transverse ref point position

]| Wil

107

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

duplicate tracks

fake tracks

0.
1072

107 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

fake tracks

i

10" 1 10 0?
frack ref. point r (cn]ﬁ

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

e E R
Q Q
g r g
T 10 2
—=— DQM_original_1000evt
—— DQM_fitted4_1000evt
iT0 2 SEREEEEERERE TP PR P
E H :
i ' t
10F - -ie e LTS TR
F i i i
o ; . o
s i K ;
o [ ox ]
.- - |
0. : L : 0.95¢ . ; {: ;
-20 -10 10 20 -20 -10 0 0

30
track ref. point z (cm)

true tracks

Ratio

track Sim. PV z (cm)

F g
] g
10°F b
= 9
E g 10°
10 £}
E °
2L
10§ 102
10
L 10
Luof * E o L H N
: s S : p
: ; @ ; ]
Pl P il
%% =20 -0 0 0 20 30 0¥ =20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PVz |
2 F
[5} L
S
s 10°F
10° s f
10°g
10%F -
F :
E L ARREE REREE Peeeeerenees
Teorrde e
o tw ] ] ] ]
{IREITN ¢ gl ;+H+f
:||]t+k H SR
°¥e 5 0 5 0 15 20 ¥ 5 0 5 0 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

Ratio

10*

10°

10?

i e A S

- : £

S T leeeedeeaens e Feeees
I I I

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

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

1
1|
1|

R

track Sim. PV z (cm)

0 -5



	Contents
	Page 1


