N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

4] F 9] F 4]
x X - X
g g f 8
B LU e SRR Sk bt b CAON g e =
F 2 E é
103 e FARRERREEE RRRRITES FRRRTREEE 10°
Lo R SRR SRR R R 10°
------------------------------------ 10
8 2
T I
< RN |||uu 1 x
ITIITI I
.95 0.95 X L
1072 10 1 10. o 1072 10’1 1 10. 0? 1072 10 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cm track ref. point r (cm frack ref. point r (cm
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 |
(%] %] F %] F
3 3 F 3
g g [ s
g o 10 ;—
g 10° ERN
[=%
=1 S
© oPU 1o
paretofrontMaxEffOnlyFB2_PU
paretofrontMinFROnlyFB2 "PU
oaretofrontMaansOnIyFB? PU
10 E e . Ty : :
F » : : F : : :
10 oo drmn e CERREE ‘?-{--- ] R ARREE LEES CRRREE ".--f----
L i - - 5 L
: R R AR Do P . | R AN TEEEE: Do [
o o 1 H g v
T T ! “ . T
S O A e LN ([T LI 3
™ 1
0.95 . 0.95! ! . . 095 ! : . !
1072 107 1 10. 02 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 0 10 ] 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref mmm| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
R 2 L 3
Q Q Q I
g g 8 r
o 10° Q 10°F
4 = F
8 5 E
o L
3 10 [
10? 10°F
10%F

-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

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

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

4] E %]

s f 3

g F g

© 10%F ©

2 E 3

E E 8
10°F
10°F

L

T

14

0.

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

0

-15 -10 -5

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

0¥0 =15 -0 5

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

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

duplicate tracks

[N
o

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



	Contents
	Page 1


