N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

N of associated (iecoTasim) racks vs vansverse efpoint positon |

%] 4]
X x
g g
s
E 8
i g ! AT ETL £ i [t
| ; 2 LU g
0.95f ] e 1T OSIH TET T i i 1+ 095 HTHH ‘ﬂ
ATF (L i . - 4L . L[ N
o 2 : 1 . : 2 o 2 : 1 I T 2 o 2 : 1 : . 2
10~ 10 1 10. 0 10~ 10~ 1 10. 0 10~ 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 | N ofassociated (ecaToSim) racks vs ansverse 1 poit positon |
2 L R
g g g
2 - g
3 10° E
E
S 10 DO XIVIA TS oG mal
DQM™XiMinus_newbranch
DOM_XiMinus_original_pLess
DOQM_XiMinus_newbranch_pLess
. 7 IO
10
o o | ) o )
] T T 1 T e
o A 24 : il ] f 24 i
| 0.9 ! 1l L 0.9 ﬁﬁ'
107 10t 1 10 02 °B0 20 10 0 10 20 30 °%B0 20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
Nm«mm‘mmsummw,mmwawmm,mmwm| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
° 2 . R
Q Q M [}
s [ R Feeresbenen- g
2 o 5
S 103 8 ......... e R
S .
=]
k=l
2 filt i 2 2 AT
g Ak & 4 : T?
§ illl 0.9F - --i-- R RN
0.95| il {l 4 i : : . f .
i X d 1 | . W . . 1N .
°%0 20 -10 0 10 20 30 50 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
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
4] %] %]
S S S
g 8 s
g e @
= o 8
=
=]
=
= il o
© 8 ©
@ | TT [ o
N . N d N o N AR E 1 d N
-5 0 5 10 15 20 =20 -15 -10 -5 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


