N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

%) F - %)
X <
Q Q
8 8
E}
£10°
10
ko) ] Qo v
I N I
© MR i1 N
0.95 0. =
1072 107 1072 107

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

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

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

fake tracks

10" 1 10 0?
frack ref. point r (cn]ﬁ

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

%] 1%}
x X
Q Q
g Lo et g
2 : g
8 £ 10?
g_ L . | 1
o [\ légﬁlﬂ \ {VCLLUI_J.\JUU!:‘VI.
:F :gggg = ‘?‘é‘z 1000evt
N . 10
10
: il
i i i
o v 4 4 o o v
] . . T T
o : : @ @
E i b RREREE A I mBhRhb Rl 111654521 t4111/ A B R R (&1 11 1131511310117 R R
*32 10 1 10 o =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 0% 720 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r (cn]ﬂ track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
ot assocated (ecoToSm) oaper racks vs wansverse rf it positon | [ Nofrecotrackvs.simPVz |
R 2 °
R ST S et SR S
2 2 -
= 102 S --------------------------------------
o
3
L I S S S S
o LU 1 1 i 1 1 °
: ' 3 : : b
i i 14 : 14
. ! j R EEEEEENEE SRR I E | s
odl N ! i ! N 00 N N N N N 00 N n :. n f N
=30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 =20 -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] 1] 4]
X 4 <
Q [5} Q
g g g
[ [} Q
£ F10 g
=
=]
=]
8
T
14

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

-

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

0

=5 -4 -3-2-10 1 2 3 4 5
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


