[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

Ratio

fake tracks

=
o
w

-1
10 t]r'ack ref. %gint r(cm

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

-20

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

true tracks

=
(=}
S

track ref. point z (cm)

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

duplicate tracks
=
o
2

[
o
S

105

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

fake tracks

[N
(=}
S

-10 -5 0 5 10

15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

0.95

0 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

3| e o

E - - " i
F S o < E
© .05 ] L
2 T i RRT R PP SRR PP PPPPPREEEE s L
3 5 ér © 10* E_
E E F g 3
E™"ess, 10* s
i 10° Fwadigs "2 cr sk
E 10° ;
10% oo
10? E
=) o i
& g 7
Z ]
102 10 1 10 02
track ref. point r (cr%)
N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | N ofassociated (ecaToSim) racks vs ansverse 1 poit positon |
) " -
x ] F
g 10°
. e
—— DQM_TT _original_time :
—— DQM_TT_ original_time2 e ]
—— DQM_TT_modified_time2
| 2 : :
5 + H‘H-#‘HJ{.}. """"" XS AR & 105 . i
P B ' ﬁhﬁ“‘*ﬁfﬁ
deppsrp i I AT L ] e 1
0? °%0 20 -10 0 10 20 30 %30 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

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

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

duplicate tracks

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



	Contents
	Page 1


