N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

duplicate tracks

[
(=]

9] F 4] F
X - x -
o 10 ? E 10 —
2 s F
103 oomson™ 1°F
¥ : "
107 -er e 107 -~
Fromrrrrmr e 10 ------
8 8 v
s K
o o
1]
0.95
1072
ot st (soTosm) ooprvacks v ransvers e pont postion | ot et (scoTosm) v v anverse et pomt poston |
2 R
[} [}
g g
B 2
: 10* E10*
O "Hﬁk’r—i’tiu' _or;g!néﬂ-u"
M mkFit-DOM”original-127
M_TT _mkFit-DOM_mod-127
M_TT_mkFit-DOM_mod_updated-127
P - s 10
10?
0w
K
o

fake tracks

=
o
S

i

30
track ref. point z (cm)

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

true tracks

track ref. point z (cm)

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

2
Q
g
P
®
5]
=
3 10
o
ERRY SELILE :
@ i
12 -=--" I
-30 -20 -10 O 0 2 30
track ref. point z (cm)
g F
< [
E L
2 10*
&8

Ratio

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

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

s 13 AL 3 |
30 -20 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

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

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

[N
o

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



	Contents
	Page 1


