N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position Nof associated (recoToSim) tracks vs transverse ref point position

true tracks
fake tracks

Ratio
Ratio

I

1072 10" 1 10. 0?
frack ref. point r (cr%)

tracks
true tracks

10°

______ — T T Thar-phnasel-newgeom
—— DQM”mKkFit_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— D M_ang%le step2_tthar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQMfast_step2_tfbar-phasel-newgeom
v O v TOF

duplicate tracks

2 9
5 7 T
24 24
0.8]
0.6} 1- 4 iH---- if----
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 0 1 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref nmmmm| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
° 2 R
Q [%] [=}
s g g
p
8 10 g
=
=]
k=l
2 9
T T
14 14
0.5 - remam e PR Pee-- : ch O 1 1
=11 1HHH - 11 J : : : : : +}++h'—:lri
-30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 0 5 10 15 20
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_| N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs. sim PV |
¢ g g
g e 2
5102 8 10? 8
=
=]
=
10
1
=} ] ¥ | - -. - . 2 M .- 2
14 X : : i X : 14 . g i i ! 14
0.8 - - - + EEEEES i £ EY CEERRED 0.8 R i + A0
0.6F -~ lﬂﬂhﬂ#{ﬁ“ l 0.6F - -~ f j_* . e
-20 -15-10 -5 0 5 0 15 20 -20-15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 5-4-3-2-10 12 3 45

track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


