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

[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

L 3 R F :
g 10°F g [ :
© F Elo 2
£ 10 8 e,
Eee, Al ety
.L 10°F - R reneeees
10°F E
10°F {102 SECECEETI PETPPPTE PRPEPRES PEPRRPS
F +
10°p [
10k
1
o ; 2
§ : 1 §
1’°M+H+H” """""""
0.95 .
1072 10 1 10. 0? 1072 107 1 10. 0? 1072 10 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cr%) 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 |
2 2 E 2 F
s = 10°F A
= E 2
3 E ]
g‘ L 4-
5 10 SOM=T = orginar noPo
DQM_TT paretofrontMaxEffOnlyFB2_PU
DOM_TT paretofrontMinFROnlyFB2 "PU :
DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxHitsOnlyFB2_PU ceebeeaes
. . E . i . . . . [ . . .
10°F 10°F .
i s S : : :
[ 10F 10 ---maenees seeeeee e Beeees eeees
E E 1 1 Il Il
o+ o . . . . o v . .
3 3 3 : : : 3 |: : :
2 o : il LI P
! Fll,.. ety |.|||,.. ey
0.95 0.95/ L . . . . 095 L . . . .
1072 10+ 1 10, 02 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r (cm 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 ]
° F 2 R F
Q I Q [} I
g F g 8 r
210°F g 10°F
8 E 3 E
L s L
I 3 10 [
10°F 10°F
10%F 10°F
he]
T
@
1 3
10 20 30 020 10 0 10 20 30 O¥0 15 -0 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
2 F : R F 2
g | : g | g
o 10°F . © 10k ©
E 10 : f‘E 10 E §
b F g
F 3 3 10
10°F 10°F
10°F 10%F
E 105—
F 9 1.5 F .
© !
@ X
1+ |
50 5 10 15 20 °%5=i5-10 5 0 5 10 15 20 B 5 0 5 10 15 20

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



	Contents
	Page 1


