N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

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

duplicate tracks

fake tracks

F 9] F 1%]
- : : x - X
L : : g g
w0E : : o o
:M £ -
10°F -t :
1022—
10F
1= f
E : o+ . : o
4 v =) : : =)
P E : : &
B ik bt 1
o -2 .71 0.99 -2 .71 : 2 2
10 10 frack ref. rl)gintr cn]D 10 10 tlrack ref. %gint r (cnjﬂo %ack ref. %gint r (cn]DO
N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | [ ot essocited recoTosim) ks vs vansverse et poit positon |
%] F 1%] F
x - x - .
3} L Q L N
S S, .
= 10°F (0 R R R R L ERECT AR
E ® E :
10% E E E Jyﬁﬁh
........ F o] I T Sy X SO SO I
DQM origmat 10
—— DOQMT} mkFlt_TT p
------- —— DOM_mKFit_TT pLW
DQM™! mkFlt—I“l_ LW_1H
- 10
l H
= 9 FRVE)
i 3
o
0.9 0.951
0. A 0. X . 0.95 L 1y U
1072 10 10 0 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
t]r'ack ref. point r (cr%) track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
Nmmm,mmmwum,mwmw,m,P,mmmm| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
2 i E
[5] 0 -
g g F
10° 2 10°F
I E
L 3
= L
3 10 [

[
o
o

-20

-10

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

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

true tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

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

-5

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

0 5 10 1 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

0.95

=20 -15 -10

5 0 5
track Sim. PVz(cm)

10 lo

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

[N
o

0 5 10 15

20
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


