N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

4] %] 4]
3 3 3
s 8 8
5 s E
E 8
L2 2 2
T T I
hd o 24
095 2 : 1 2
10~ 10~ 1 10. 0
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 |
(%] %] %]
x x x
g g g
2 - s
8107} 10? E 102
s &
S 3 P EITIEEES ST
° m';rsmm 0 ! V-provDQM_TT__origmal_PU
pLF_pt09_1PU
pLF_pt09_2PU
= pLF_pt09_3PU
10 T
10°°
i< 3 o+ . ] . 8
] N T N | ! N T
o : 24 : Ak i : 24
0.5f---=--- e 1 U T [ SEREEE EEEE 4 ¢ CEERERES
07 10t 10 02 °¥P 20 -0 0 10 20 30 °¥/=26 10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref pmmnnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
R 2 L
Q Q Q
g g 8
g ]
s 8 107}
=
=]
k=l

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

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

true tracks

[N
o
S

»—\
S
b

107

Ratio

B0 =20 -0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

fake tracks

EARHED

-5

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

0.95

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

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

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

duplicate tracks

%0 =40 —20 0 20 40 60
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


