N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

4] 9] 4]
x < %
8 g ] R
£ = ©
2 s P
1
o j o o woofitrt e R
T N T I :
o q o o - S
O'rz .1 2 O'Fz .1 2 ng’: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%)
No\a_nuuu\\sd(re«,uToSwvHuvpevlvauk:vaUavvwev:sv&lpumlpusl\wvv| N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs transverss ref point position |
2 L [ R
2 T g
8107 g
5 i
3 e S J, Y S S
— — XV —Or1g E]_IOWPI
—— DOM™XiMinus_newbranch_lowpt
------- —— D M_X!M!nus_or|g|nal_loth_pLess
102 —— DOQM_XiMinus_newbranch_lowpt_pLess
ie] o+ o v
] . . T T
o : : 4 o
1
07 10t 10 0 °%0 =20 1o 0 10 20 30 °¥pT =20 f0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%')

track ref. point z (cm)

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

° 2
Q Q
[ g
:
s 8107
=
=]
©
=] 9
T T
[ @
0¥ 20 -i0 0 10 20 30 8020 -0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_|
L R
g g
:
£ =
L8 8 5 1
I © o 1
4 @ : :
R L EEErE
0.95 ; i . . : 0.95 . . :
=10 -5 0 5 0 15 20 =5 0 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

%]
X
3]
o]
=
=

=10 -5 0 5 0

15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

Nof a

ssociated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs. sim PV z |

duplicate tracks

Ratio

AN
S

%0 =40 —20 0 20 40 60
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


