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

L L
g g
s
E 8
o - : : i ° g - e T
E M it g I 1111 | | SO
ik I.J.H#I 1o bR
S L LERARER | 1 ! 1 TIERTE
1072 10 1 10. 0? 1072 107 1 10. 0? 1072 10 1 10. 0?
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 | N ofassociated (ecaToSim) racks vs ansverse 1 poit positon |
(%] %] %]
x x x
g g g
2 - g
8 10? E
=
= I S L
© ——
—— DQM”original2 o
------- —— DOM_testMKkFitExport [nlt,|a|,Ste§)
10 ——— DQM_testMKFitExportFit_initialStep
10
ie] Re]
& 105 S
0. A 0 ! 0.95 ! ! : I ]
1072 107 1 10 02 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref ymmvpnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
° 2 R E
Q Q [} I
g g 8 r
o 10° o 10°F
s 3 E
= s
3 10 [
10? 10°F
10 10%F
1 10f
2" - : 2 T R ;
¢ 1 4 tH - & & rosf-
e ; ¢
£ ISR ECEACCIE: T (BRI MR- 0 : SR :
-30 -20 -10 O 0 20 30 -10 O 10 20 30 =20 -15-10 -5 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
° © ®©
210 ® g
£
=]
=
2 2
g g RLBUNREIE
HEEL ST . oof - |- EHAEHAFEAFHE----- boeoee
UL [EREREEEL R e I 0 0 LR S : : : 1 :
0¥5 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20 %50 =15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 T 0 5 0 15 20

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



	Contents
	Page 1


