N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

Ratio

10°

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

true tracks

duplicate tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

i

2
&ack ref. %gint r (cn]D0

ot sssocates GecaTosim) ooper vacks va vansvers e pontposion | o st ecoTosm) wacks vs ansvers o pon postion |
%] v F
X = L
g10°F
P T [
—=— DQM_DisplacedSUSY__mkFit_
—— DQM_DisplacedSUSY__mkFit_BDT_
10°F
102 _5”'
B o o o 9 FNVE F
; : : : T
o R o i @
! . . . . 1=
S L b ¢ L B R i . . . o . {
T : | T L oo ;
107 -20 : 10

fake tracks

Ratio

el
¥t
Lot

N

BTS00 10 2030
track ref. point z (cm)

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

true tracks

Ratio

10°

-5 0
track Sim. PV z (cm)

-10 0

10

2 30

track ref. point z (cm)

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

[N
o
w

[
o
S

i

1

*

e
-20 -10 0

10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

10

TN
] T e

1.5

G S

1= - H
-20 - -5 5

1

,0.

15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

R A A S A
|

[N
o

)
|

“**“"““*}*ﬂl I

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

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

0.7,

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

20



	Contents
	Page 1


