N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon |

duplicate tracks

fake tracks

-
o
)

9]
X .
Q .
g H
3 10 :
= .
1035— 1032— ....... [P
1022— 1022— ................
10 [0 R R R R TR LT T FRPRRRE
1 . 1= i
LU; * o F 4 PETTTH BRI
1l : I
.lllu..ll!l & P LLLLUULLULELLL L
1 ]l"nrvrl‘]:||| ;
5 . 0.95 :
1072 10 1072 107

1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

tracks

10*

fake tracks

Ratio

10°

10%

10

0.95 L
1072 10 1 10. 0?
frack ref. point r (cr%)

true tracks

103
— XM —Or1g E]_IOWPI
MZ-XiMinus_newbranch_lowpt
M_X!M!nus_or|g|nal_loth_pLess
M—XiMinus_newbranch_lowp

2
t]r'ack ref. %8int r (cn%')o

10 :
1 E TETTPP
E Il
; o :
. T
q 24
1= -
107 °¥P/ 20 -0 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Nt associated (ecaToSI) loper racks vs ansverse e point posiion |

[
o
R

duplicate tracks

Ratio

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

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

true tracks

Ratio

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

0

fake tracks

0.

Ratio

0.

*0 =15 -10 50

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

0 15 -10 5 0

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

Ratio

F : R e .
F A HE
o] SARRRL EERLE F2 EEEERREES
] N O S S
;,\1- | |
:||||II|E
il |||||||::
¥ —=20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

tracks

Ratio

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

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

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



	Contents
	Page 1


