N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

F 9] F
- % -
104_ .................................... g 104_ ....................................
E © E
E =] F
10°F
1022—
10F
.05 & 1.05
1& :
14 A 0.95 H
102 10* 1072 10

N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon |

1 10 0
track ref. point r (cr%)

1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

fake tracks

Ratio

true tracks

(%] %]
3 2
G e E
2
I R L T
3]
E
© Tthar-phas !:‘ng:‘U
mKkFit_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
n le_step2”ttbar-phasel-newgeom
§tep ttbar- phasel newgeom
g T
]
[hd
0.5 -=----- R L P
07 10t 0 °%80 20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r cn%') track ref. point z (cm)
ot s (ooTosm) oopracks v ranvers et pont posion |
° 2
Q Q
[ I e e A
s
8 102 g --------------------------------------
s
=]
k=l
o *+
3 12
A
b SEEERE R o i o LERRRE : : : : :
%5520 -0 0 10 20 30 8020 -0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_|
4] %]
3 2
g g
g 2
E 108 & 10°

5
track Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

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

Ratio

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

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

-4 -2 0 2 6 8 10
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


