N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position Nof associated (recoToSim) tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

T CIatatIs SN SR

true tracks
fake tracks

10° FARRERREEE PRRRIEREE RRIERIEE

10? i ARRRRLY e LARREREEE 107

0.9

.
i

)
.
+
1
T
H
T
Ratio

Ratio

0.
1 10 0? 1072 10 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cr%) track ref. point r (cn%)

N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref polnt position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |
(%] %] %]
3 3 3
g I R g g
T U R S 10° s
8 E
= . . :
3 PENM—FF—origimat e A
""" J—— —TT—mod_mode|s4_trut! fipﬁu modeCIT =15
—— poM-rr—mad-madels iFH[ ﬁlﬁ.\rsremom% eTTEST:
J— —TT—mod-medelsatrithalis rqag mode ‘?‘211
- - ; g 5 =
10
S : : ; o b : o +wof ) f t
T N N N T 3 0 £ T N ] 0 3 3
o : : : o BTN S i T o : 1 . i i
05f------- [ s PR ] ’ i 1 TR B 3 um - T 51 - 1
: : : 0,95 £ - - k- qH - - k-1 : ; / ; :
, : : : . 3 : A - : ] f et iyl 1 ]
-2 -1 2 =30 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
10 10 1 10. 0 h h
track ref. point r (cm 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 ]
Q Q
s g
E» 10° @
8 g
=
=]
k=l
10?
10
1
o k=) ;
T 1 T X . E
o4 14 - : i
N #*%ﬂ
°8Bp =20 -0 0 10 20 30 B0 =20 -i0 0 10 20 30 %5615 10 -5 0 5 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 Pvzl
¢ g g
° © s
210 ® g
£
=]
=
10?
10
o v ¥ p 2 2
I ; . : ] ! T T
@ 1 L L & AR 14 14
0.95| # R &
0'—40 -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 O'—"ZO -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 95 -4 -3-2-10 1 2 3 4 5

track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


