N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

(4] (4]
X <
Q Q
8 8
5 5

[}

>

=
o o
el ]
& &

1
0.95 L 0. L
1072 107 1072 107

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

duplicate tracks
=
S

[
o
9

10°°

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

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

fake tracks

0. L
1072 10

1 10 0?
frack ref. point r (cn]ﬁ

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

Ratio

fake tracks

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

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

true tracks

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

L2 R
3] 3]
g g

s =

g 10

'{vculul_lvvur:vl e e e iam s
K23 10908801 1ers 1000ewt
10! lOL

1

o ww
---------- 3

@ 1

095 ----i---{F HIRH R - - - oo
10 20 053020 -10 0 10 20 30

0 30
track ref. point z (cm)

M
Q
[
o
§107
o
=
=l
1072
il
T
14
556 =20 -0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)
L
Q
g
°
4
8
2
T
14
5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

9015 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

H
S
L

duplicate tracks

H
S
b

550 40 20 0 20 40 60
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


