N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

Ratio

z

Se ref point position

true tracks

10?

10

.

Ratio

2

fake tracks

[%] 9]

4 g =

g g .

3 s 10°F :

8 10%F : E :

_§‘ PTec] PRI ... [T 103 .

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original-0

....... ) e b
—— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original-127 S .

10 T T ) L3 rd .

4

Ratio

fake tracks

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

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

1%}
x
Q
8
2 10%
10°E
10k
9 FNV F
5
@
0.95
. ;
S5 i5 =105

10 lb 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

10

**““+#1

i R T s i

——
ey
i
=

=
z-o- n
—tz‘_._

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

-20

-10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[%]

x

Q

g

)

©

o

g

3 10

°

2

©

x 1.5
1
-30 -20

9]

x

[}

g

210

©

s

[N
o
i)

Ratio

10 15 20

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

10!— ______ ______ ----- * ----- 1

il
T - A
Al

track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

2]
X
[5]
©
=
i)
©
S
=
3 10k
jl: o
o &
T 14
x
!
09 : g : :
o : : : i :
= 5 15

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


