N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

9]
x
Q
8
E
510?
10
1
i o
| 3
q @
0.95 L 0.95 L
102 10* 1072 10

2
tlrack ref. rl)gint r (crr]D0

N of associated (recoToSim) looper racks vs rar

psverse e point posiion |

2
tlrack ref. %gint r (cnjﬂo

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

(4]
x
Q
©
=
1}
X
©
e}
o 1u i
k=1
o]
o
o 1 .
1072 10 10. 0?
%ack ref. point r (cm
N of associated (ecoTasim) acks vs ansverse efpoit position |
(%]
x
Q
g
[
2

2 2
[} Q
8 8
°
©
L
a
_g : : 10
- —— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global _mkFit100Timeo_ RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R0O00000001__Global__mkFit100Time_ RECO
v v v v -I---:--- v
o
T
@
102030
track ref. point z (cm)
N of assoclated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref point position |
2 2
& & b
5 o
2 - "SR S : FURE S S
=
=]
S R | S
l_
1 1
o s i i
T . I
o : :
[ ST EPPPR LEE T EAPERPPPPREEE EEPEET RN “EEPEEEPPPPP! i6% B - B & S PEPPP PEPER
0¥ 0 -0 0 10 20 30 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

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

true tracks

track ref. point z (cm)

fake tracks

Ratio

-2 0 2 4 6 8 10

track Sim. PV z (cm)

0.95

-2 0 2 4
track Sim. PV z (cm)

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

0 2 4 6 8 10
track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

duplicate tracks




	Contents
	Page 1


