N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

4] F 9] F 4]
x X - X
Q Q L Q
g g g
B LU e SRR R bt b SO g e =
F =
E g f s
10°F
10? E
N H 10F
S e [N e S
SRR i 3 11 gnl] P rmi PETEETTT E oy LT PR | PRI
o i n . 4 ° 1.4* °
B 1o & 105 &
13 4y
0.95F - - - -¥-Flk |- TE
0. . 0.95 : . L
1072 10 1 10. 0? 1072 107 1 10. 0? 1072 10 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cm track ref. point r (cm frack ref. point r (cm
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 |
(%] %] %]
3 3 3
g g g
AR SO 10°
o . . N =1
a . N N -
S H : -
° 7
DQM"testMkFit_initialStepReso
DOM_testMKFitFit_initialStepReso o
DOQM_testMKkFitFit_initialStepReso_wRejection25
1 : . . 10
£
O TR T HEEEEEEE o 4 k) K
T N N T T N ! N
o : : o L R AL - H -----
S — il
0 : : - : : i : L STMED
-2 -1 2 =30 -20 ~-10 0 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 0 0 20 30
10 10 10. 0 h .
track ref. point r (cm 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
Q Q [}
g [ e e A R g
o 10% 2
:é [ ST TP PP S PP PE T P PPRE PR
=
=]
k=l
10?
he] 2
T T
14 : 14
%% =20 -0 0 10 20 30 B0 =20 -i0 0 10 20 30 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 |
¢ ¢ 2
° © ®©
210 8 g
£
=]
=
=} 2 2
] T T
4 14 14
10 15 20 95—4—3—2—1012345

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


