N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

Ratio

|

B

107

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

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

true tracks

Ratio

0.8
1072 107

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

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

élo" -----------
10?

E O b
o]
o l(l)'l : l

1 10 0?
frack ref. point r (cn]ﬁ

N of assoclated (recoToSim)tracks vs transverse ref point posion |

=
o
W

true tracks

2 L2
Q . . . Q
O e <
©
- ST LT TE R TTETS ) SO R R
o
3 :
= : and
S -TeST_TU0UEVT
REFit-test_1000evt
itREFit-tesi_1000evt
TEST_1000evt
1
10°
o v o«
] T
14 14
) A PR 4 1 R N
*32 1 1'0 0? 050010 20 30
track ref. point r (cn]ﬂ track ref. point z (cm)
R M
R R R ST A S
g 2
3 §  [rorritdeeepescieestee
3
10* ER
l_
10° -
o 4w o 4w 4
3 = :
@ o ;
1 [ aREARECEEEE - SEEEESE T X SRR EEREEE
0.95! . . 0.95! . . . .
=30 -20 -10 O 30 =30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PVz |
%] 0 F
X X r
Q Q
g g I
= Ak
é _}; 10 ;
10°F
10%F
10
L8 o v E .
] IS .
14 f -
Al 0.95F - - -
0'—‘20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 0'—20 -15 -10 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

-5 0

track Sim. PV z (cm)

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

%50 =15 -10 5 0

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

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

4 6 8 10
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


