[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

. 0 F
3 2 F T
3 Q - .
A0 w e rr g e oo ST LR TR L TRCTEETEETECRELE
Fecera, @ fesee., !
104 3 = 10* R ."‘:‘-.'.' """""""" Yo
10°F 10°F
10°F 10
10 E 10 E
1 E
0.95 0.
1072 107 1072 107

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

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

| N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

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

fake tracks

Ratio

10*

10°

10%

10

1 10 0?
frack ref. point r (cn]ﬁ

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

%] 2] F (%] F
X Y F ] 3 .
& & 1l & . sl :
B =] =10 :
102 E :
o =1 .
g i 10* :
R —— DQM _original_1000evt i
}Hﬂ{ —— DQM._fitted4_1000evt :
.................... e : ST
o Ll 0 v i 1 TIT. n-iT
T T 1 HALARRRM LI (1%
g g Nl 1”
R R R BT T e
0835 20 -0 0 10 20 30 093020 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 | [N of reco track vs. sim PVz ]
2 F 2 e F
Q Q Q
g L 8 g
g 10 8 10°F
s r § E
1035— 7%‘ 10 L
3 10°F
10%F i
[ 10°F
10F “ ]
1l [
1
o ww o
bl 3
@ o
1 - T T -
0830 20 0 10 20 30 °¥3 =20 -10 0 10 20 30 0%5 15 -i0 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 L X
Q [5} Q
g | g I g
o 10°F © 10°F s
s s F 8
[ [ 5
=]
10'F 10°F
[ . [
10° 10°F
10? 10
9 L.V 9 L.V =
=1 T B 5
@ o D 0
1 1= d 0
0¥0 =15 -0 -5 0 5 10 15 20 0¥0 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20 0 5 0 0 15

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

5 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


