N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs transverse ref point position

1%] %]
3 3
g g
g g
E &
2 8
I < L2 THLHEREECEE - T EeErE 1
: 14 14
1 LB e 0 ERETRETE LI T 1 S rerer iy T e 7
0955 : 1 2 0985, l 1 2 08 : 1 2
10° 10~ 1 10. 0 10™ 10~ 1 10. 0 10~ 10~ 1 10. (0}
frack ref. point r (cn%) track ref. point r (cr%) frack ref. point r (cnll)
ot associatd (ecoToSim) looper acks s ransverserf point posiion | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | N of assoclated (recoToSim)tracks vs transverse ref point posion |
9] %]
x E4
Q Q
[ [
Q [
T £
53 5
g
3 10
Vi
?evt
evt
l: g
8 v Re]
] T
24 24
-1
0.9 A ! J 0.95¢ L ! 1 J
102 0 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
ot assocated (ecoToSm) oaper racks vs wansverse rf it positon | [ Nofrecotrackvs.simPVz |
g g g
2 g -
ke g
g
10 2 10
1= bk
o * 1 8
3 1 T
LR ] o
390 § P
ERiiltRin T iNIE AT
-30 -20 -10 O 0 20 30 083520 10 20 30 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 PV z |
[%] 0 ]
X 4 <
[} Q Q
g g g
[ [} Q
=] X =
E 8 8
g
10 2
L8 8
] T
14 14
0 5 10 15 20 551510 -5 0 5 10 15 20

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



	Contents
	Page 1


