N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

Ratio

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

true tracks

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

0. :
1072 107

| N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

fake tracks

[1vot assosiated recoTosim) racks vs transverse re point positon |

30

%] 2] 1%} F
< x X F
Q Q - Q L
8 8 8
=1 = 104 SRR R R R R R EE R = 104
2 E )
g E E
Ej 103
© vt
o
evi-50000t
W Yo oo .
o : F : : :
105_ """"""""""""""""" i’ """ 105—----------1 """"""" .— """ .' """
| R LI SR | R R feeindiiens R
o o Luof 1 b o suof b
T kS K
o 24 @
! 1=
. ! ; : FI . ! i : ! !
=30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 =30 0 -10 O 10 20
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
ot assocated (ecoToSm) oaper racks vs wansverse rf it positon | [N of reco track vs. sim PVz ]
2 F 2 2 3
@ 10° 3 Ttk
) o E
= g :
= 3
2 10 [
10? 10°F
10 10°F
1 - 5
g+ 9 ' y 9 ' :
© T : ' T :
o e 11181 (T [ra : ! 14 :
_________ 09F----i--- m
%50 10 20 30 o805 20 - 0 10 20 30 0%5 -15 -10 5 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 |
(4] E 1] 4]
X L X X
Q [5} Q
S T g g
° 10°F ) s
=} E X~ =
= E 8 S
F =
- =]
=]
10°F
10%F
g v H k=) =)
] : T : T
o : o Y o
J S
Ok A : SuE I 1 Y I
096 =15 -10 5 10 15 20 °%0 =15 -10 -5 0 10 15 20 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

-5 0

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


