N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

-]

of associated recoToSim) Iooper racks vs vansuerse efpoit position |

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

-

true tracks

fake tracks

095 L L
-2 -1 2
10 10 &ack ref. %gint r (cn]DO
N of associated (ecoTasim) acks vs ansverse efpoit position |

L Y
Q Q
g g
© °
E =
k] =
=
=]
k=)
o+ ie]
T T
o4 o4
10 20 30 8520 -i0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
Nma«mmmd(v@rnm‘;un]\nm’mlmrk#v:vmnwmmrplymmvymmmn| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
2 2
Q [5]
g | e e e R ARt ELL AL
§ 10° o
S 8 --------------------------------------
=
>
o
10?
1 1 i 1 1
) ot |
! T
” | )
Y S P P A S
0'—"30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 0'—30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_| N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs. sim Pvzl
[%] 4] 0
] ] ]
g g s
Q Q Q
£10° s §
=
=]
©
o
I
o4
0¥ 5 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 10 15 20 VeI 2 T 0 1 2 3 45

track Sim. PV z (cm)

0 5
track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


