[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

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

true tracks

[N
o
w

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

0.95
1072

107 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

fake tracks

10F
| L
o v . .
5 . H
o 1‘ || III'“J.III%HP:%J -n-E- --------
]T mgn Lags E"T :
- : H

1072 101

1 10. 0?
frack ref. point r (cr%)

N of associated (recaToSim) tracks vs transverse r

2 2 E 2
g g I g
5 = 10'F s
IS 3 2
3 E ]
g‘ H 3-
s |...... DQM_TT__orgmat E—
—— DOM_TT _Optd9 PU3
——— DOM TT _1pt09_PU3
—_— M~_TT _—2pt09_PU3
0 . 0 E ry hd
10
B 1=
J | 'l E
o™ M o o)
] T T
[hd o o4
h----- - - -
0.95 . . 0.95! 0.95 " ! : i L
1072 107 10 02 =30 20 30 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
ot s (ooTosm) oopracks v ranvers et pont posion | [
° F 2 2 -
Q Q [}
S. . g g
o WF @
s f 8
r =
10° E
10? 3
10F
1=
o +f ° ° :
T T T :
[ @ @
£ ;
O'—‘CO -20 -10 0 10 20 30 0'—30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 O'—ZO -15-10 -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
1%} 9] [}
S S S
g g s
o 108 9 o
Ehe 8 g
g
=]
h=l
10?
o H H 8 8
I i i I I
4 f @ @
: T ]
0¥ =5 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 0% 715 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20 BgTr 32 10 1 2 3 45

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


