[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

F ﬁ F g F
P S 3 s} o
S, 5 IS} i
3 5 10°F = 0tk
E ® E ) 10 E
E 2 o © E
104 k- J
E 10°F
10°F
F 10? E
10%F E
F 10
10F
1;-— 1:—
L o L<f o 1
=1 k= 1.4“+H”|,§ ,+++T t ++ -1
(s S IR F I I @ :
1M+++4 o .E. R S S E‘_ ......
0.95
1072 10’l 1 10 0 1072 10 1 10. 0? 1 10
track ref. point r (cr%) track ref. point r (cn%) frack ref. point r (cr%)
N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon | [ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position ] [ ot essocited recoTosim) ks vs vansverse et poit positon |
[%] %] F
S S f :
g £10° :
I 9 :
8 10 E :
s 10°F :
3 .- N
- -1 —=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original o
_%* —— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated :
ie] Re]
T T
o o4
-aaa A i .- - 1 DO A
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Nt associated (ecaToSI) loper racks vs ansverse e point posiion |

2 3 M
Q Q
g . o
s W0F o
s f 5
i =
10°F 3 10
1025—
1of
i
- o
© ©
v @
r 0.9F----4----HHHHIHKMHHH} - ---5-----
0¥ 20 -10 0 10 20 30 /550 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_|
2 F £ [
f‘—:’j 105§— % 10“;—
10°F 10°F
10%F
10E Feeegeeeni
Foriiani T
o : o v M
] : T : 4
4 . o . J +
: S 'J” *+++++H++ Jr}
0¥5 =15 -0 5 0 5 10 15 20 0%5 =15 -10

track Sim. PV z (cm)

—5 0 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

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

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

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



	Contents
	Page 1


