[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

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

true tracks

[N
o
S

T Ty

Ratio

0.
1072

fake tracks

o ssasited (ecoToSm) loper acks s vansverse el poin posiion | N of recons [
[4] %] F %]
x X - x
Q Q L Q
g S g
s S0 s
® E 2
L t =
g : [
IR e ——— DOV KT T TotiginaT
- DOQM”mKkFit_TT p
DOM_mKFit_TT pLW
D mkFIt TT pLW 1H L e e,
_______ e ° :
---------------------------- R
LY AR A T e
1 ¢ :
-4
o g+ ! '
1.4 P
4 : 1 ] : : 1 :
0.
-2 -1 2 0 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
10 10 t]r'ack ref. %8int r (crr%‘)O track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref pmmnnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
2 2 i
Q [5] Q
g g g
e @
ke 8
=
3 10

-10 10 20 3
track ref. point z (cm)

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

0

true tracks

oAl

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

fake tracks

%90 —i5 -i0 =5 0 5 10 15
track Sim. PV z (cm)

20

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

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

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

1] T
S H
JCO SRR e
2 E
© H I I
2 :
= H
=3
°
H
Qv
I
o
1k
0.95 1 i . i
=5 0 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


