N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

duplicate tracks

=
o
W

[
o
R

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

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

true tracks

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

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

tracks

10%E

fake tracks

Ratio

1072

C~+H++++++:++++++++ :
10"

1 10 0?
frack ref. point r (cnjl)

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

true tracks

[

s 4
frector_too0evt

Pttt -H-+ +
o
1072 107

K73 +E%°|eé$bTL|ER 10?0evt

o

}

O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

R M
e o
& 10 g 10°
o
=]
=l
10
o o FITHRT i
5 3 : J
14 14 ! : !
o 0.5) 1 -FHEHR - +
SERTRE A E - - - - 1 :
H e i 4] . w.,"muﬁ .
5620 -0 0 10 20 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
R4 4
Q Q
g g
E 2
E =
L8 2
] T
14 14

o
1S
o
ol

track Sim. PV z (cm)

510 15 20 o0 5

. : :
5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

5

i

4

.ﬂ*.*ﬂ* Hy Hj #
-10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

—=
-~

o =
..:"—'
F

(=]

|
Nop-
(=]

N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

Ratio

15
track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

_+ e Yl

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




	Contents
	Page 1


