N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

L F L R F
Q B Q Q I
g F g g F
10“§— § % 10“§—
10°F 10°F
b s
I ™
2L 2L
w0y 0
10F 10k : ;
o;.u: FEFEETIT BT T W I ° O“{= FEPETTIT BT BRI EEPET T
g it i 5 g g i l}i HT
L e e ™4t
0.95 i i i 0.95 i i i
1072 10* 1 10 0? 1072 10" 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cm frack ref. point r (cm
ot sssocates GecaTosim) ooper vacks va vansvers e pontposion | o st ecoTosm) wacks vs ansvers o pon postion |
2 L R
2 - g
8107 g
E
© J111] —— DOQM_TT__ORIGINAL
....... —— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2
) —— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2_OctoberVersion
10~ EH IUE::

2]
x
Q
s
2
8
Re] .
= ’
) i
0.95! . . | ' !
=30 -20 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_|
1%}
x
Q
g
)
5 10
10
1
o 4
g 1
0.9)
0.8 : J . ; : 1
0.7, : . ; : . .
=20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track ref. point z (cm)

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

.4
S
o

duplicate tracks

Ratio

B0 =20 -0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

fake tracks

Ratio

O'—ZO -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

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

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

i
(=]
)

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

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

H
S
L

[ [ e P R

-40 -20 O 20 40 60
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


