[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

AWRNENY

0.95
102

duplicate tracks

g 2 F
Q [5) -
g 104_: .................................... S10°F
[ E : ) E
) E."’"ow““:’. 2 E
0% ERRRILEE L LRT RIS Boeeeee
. 10°F
10? i R §TTTTTET
E A 10%F
N 4 E
0 R R LR i
E * : 10F
E i DA i
o v y o v
kS i’T + 3 }T+++++++++H+++++-N4+
el A5 11:1 x +|IIIIJJJ.|1 L STTHREORNIEN 11121 S
TR ] I i aratitee ¥
1 0.99 2 : 1 : 2 0.98 2 . 1
10~ 1 10. 0 10~ 10~ 1 10. 0 10~ 10~ 1 10
track ref. point r (cn%) track ref. point r (cn%) frack ref. point r (cr%)
N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | [ o associted ecotosim ks vs wansverse et point posiion |
%] F %] F
3 3 f
g [ g
7 10°F s
F 2
104
TIhar-pase L-Newgaonm
ttbar-phasel-newgeom
Ie step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
as §tep ttbar-phasel- newgeom
- - i i i o
g Mg g

[N
(=]
[l

fake tracks
.
o
S

=
o
w

T

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

-20

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

[
o
R

duplicate tracks

0 10 20 30

-20 -10 O 10 20 30

0930 20 -10 %555
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_|
4] %] F
2 g f
g g 3
E g0
10°F
F .'°
I = N
10°F : !
F . e
L8 8
I i ©
« HIHT e x
ALK
0 5 10 15 20 0% 715 -0 =5 0 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

tracks

Ratio

10°

10

10°

—5

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

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

+T

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



	Contents
	Page 1


