N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

1%} 9]
x . X
g : g
Rl (O LR R R EELRERD b
3 : E
1035_.'56;" """"""""" P
E e
L .
Y
10°F ‘
F ¥
4
o
I
i @
0. . X
1072 10* 1072 10

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

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

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

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

0
x
S
[}
=
Q
4
8
2
=]
©
24
1072 107 1 10, 0
frack ref. point r (cm
N of associated (ecoTasim) acks vs ansverse efpoit position |
%]
x
S
g
(3]
]
=

30

30

(%] %]
x x
g g
o : T 10
@
o .
5 .
° — VM —oTToTTal St tthar-phaseren =
r ——— m ﬁ"ase} newgeom
_ Egg_ﬁ?gle—sté aa PE asel-newdeom
— pIX neric stepez1 ptgalg asel newgeom
1 -4
i | J
o+ .
] .
x :
e e R e Lt EEE TP
.95 . 0. " X ; .
102 10t 0 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20
track ref. point r (cm track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref point pasition |
R 2
Q Q
s g
©10° o
s 8
=
=]
k=l
10?
10
1
o ¥ iel . .
& 1.1 i &
i R N
=30 -20 -10 O 0 20 30 020 10 0 10 20
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_|
4] %]
x x
g g
:
210 =

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

il

-5 0

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

Ratio

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

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

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

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

0.95

5 -4-3-2-10 12 3 4 5
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


