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

[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

£10° g
8] Q
2 3
~ 10t -
10°
10? :
10 Y
1 p 1 ------
o o LN
T T
24 @
1 1
0.99 2 : 1 2 0.98 2 1 2
10~ 10~ 1 10, 0 10~ 10 1 10, (0}
track ref. point r (cn%) frack ref. point r (cr%)
N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | [ ot essocited recoTosim) ks vs vansverse et poit positon |
[%] 9] F 9] F
S s N ] [
© [} B [
5 = 104k 5
Q 10°E ®
g : E E
g lOt P P ... feeeo... 103
F:311::{ —— DQM_TT__original
[:111]:] —— DQM_TT__detQ0_PU :
[1:'7T.] —— DQM_TT__detQ1_PU e
" . . N LN N N N N N N N N
T }ﬁlft}f"'i """ T T U
T T PO TR SO I
o+ 9 v . Re]
] T T
[hd o o4
e 102 1 10 02 ®%30 20 -10 0 10 20 30 010 20 30
track ref. point r (cm track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
Nmmm,mmmwum,mwmw,m,P,mmmm| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
° 2
Q Q
[ g
E» 10° @
8 8
s
3 10
10?
10
1
1=
o v o v
T T
[ @
14 | SRR EEEEEERE P
%6 20 - 2 oo = e o s 5
°%5 20 -10 0 10 20 30 °¥p 20 -0 0 10 20 30 0¥ =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] C [}
S s F S
g 8 3 s
2 2 10°F 2
210 5F 8
N a
3 3 10
10°F
10%F
10
9 1.5 F
©
@
P S A s 45 A ESHRE RS2 AR E A8 Y SN N PO 1 1 1 Y Y
°¥0 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20 0% 715 -0 5 0 5 10 15 20 ¥ 5 0 5 10 15 20

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



	Contents
	Page 1


