N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

Ratio

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

true tracks

L

o_gﬁtﬂﬂ _______ 1*+++‘ '.:ii?i‘::::::

Hyll

0.
1072

10’l

2
track ref. rl)gint r (crr]D0

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

duplicate tracks

fake tracks

Ratio

[
(=]

103

fake tracks

Ratio

1072 -1 2
10 10 %ack ref. %gint r (cn]DO
& F
o [
9 4
o 10
2

103

— QM mkFlt _TTbharPU50_ extractedGeo

—— DQM_mkFit_TTbharPU50_extractedGeoms rescaleErrorlOO _pTCutOverlapOp0

escaleErrorlOO

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

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

true tracks

Ratio

10*

[
o
o
URERLLL: 2

+

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

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

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

duplicate tracks

[N

fake tracks

Ratio

i UL

=220 -10

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

5 10 15
track Sim. PV z (cm)

20

—_— DQM mkFlt _TTharPU50_ extractedGeoms rescaleErrorlOO pTCutOverIapOpO d

Ratio

10

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

2 F T
< F .
© I N
10°F :
10°F :
102 :
F+ : :
[70] S deeeeen e P Peeees
o Lu E I I I 1 I
2 1 M
o4
RN AN AT £ 0 N O A
0.5k AR .
=10 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)
N

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


