[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

1%] F
2 F
[} -
g
= 10°F
Q E
=] -
2 E
10°F
10
1
o Luof
I
14
0957 : 1 2 095 l 1 2
10° 10~ 1 10. 0 10~ 10~ 1 10. 0
frack ref. point r (cn%) track ref. point r (cr%)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref point position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |
F 1)
F 4
- [}
©
o'k =
3 PR 10°
o PP SN

duplicate tracks

fake tracks

fake tracks

Ratio

0. .
1072 10" 1 10 0?
frack ref. point r (cn]ﬁ

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

true tracks

[
Q
>

%W@%ﬂ:ruw_lu

79858?6]10%0‘9%

NIRRT

-10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

-20

Nof associated

duplicate tracks

R v TP

=30
track ref. point z (cm)

N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PVz |

true tracks

-20 -10 O 10 20 30

fake tracks

-10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20 -15 -10 -5 0O
track Sim. PV z (cm)

5 10 15 20

0.

=20

-15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

-20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

0._.30

N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

=20 -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

[
Q

S
T

duplicate tracks

[y
o
W

10?

[
(=)
T

0.

-5 0 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

¥0 -15 -10



	Contents
	Page 1


