N of reco track vs dxy(PV)

-n'HLWH

z

sociated (recoToSim) tracks vs dxy(PV)

[N
Q
S

true tracks

10°

\
i

Ml I

i I I Il

* il *, ‘\ |

ekttt

et

”| A i |

| | i

(R Mg

-2 —151050 5 10 15 20 25

trar‘ V(PV) (cm)_ , track dxy(PV) (cm) track dxy(PV) (cm)
— R M ||| W
—— r
R INEW hi
N of reco track vs  ———— :§ W 8 (gq
g g 8 g
[} Q Q
10* E ] g
s
o
10°
10? :
B T e T e o e
S il : IW “lkUl\I' i 2 2
@ i “ ‘ \L‘| il 14 o
w1
.H {1 i ‘ | ;
0957 10.80.6:0.402070.00.4 0608 1 0951-0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 050604020 030406

track dxy(PV) (cm)

N of reco track vs dz(PV)

%)
X

5] L
@ d

10

10°

0% 0 =100 1020 30

0

g

track dz(Pv) (cm)

track dxy(PV) (cm)

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs dz(PV) |

......

et

0 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
track dz(PV) (cm)

10°

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs dz(PV) |

true tracks

i

il II

I il

i |

|

track dz(PV) (cm)

i

i

z

fake tracks
duplicate tracks

Ratio
Ratio
r

5 =50-15-10 5 0 5 10 15 20 2
track dxy(PV) (cm)

—2 - —15 10 -5

track dxy(PV) (cm)

sociated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs dz(PV) |

duplicate tracks

Ratio
[

z

fake tracks

duplicate tracks

Ratio
Ratio
[




	Contents
	Page 1


