N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

i

duplicate tracks

._‘
3
L

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

(4] [%]
3 3
£ £
g g
2 <
E 8
1
o &
=
©
14
: 0. | .
10" 1 10. 0? 107 107 1 10, 0?
track ref. point r (cm track ref. point r (cm
ot associatd (ecoToSim) looper acks s ransverserf point posiion | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | N of assoclated (recoToSim)tracks vs transverse ref point posion |
2] 1%}
x - X
Q Q
< I [
= 5
L [
=}
=
1 A0, :
{VCL UT _ITUUUTVU
K23 100RYm,
1
o Re]
T T
14 1 o
P SRS B 11411111 S [ e B 11114 11
o . ¥ . . o . . ¥ . .
=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 10 20 30

fake tracks

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

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

true tracks

Ratio

track ref. point z (cm)

duplicate tracks
=
3
L

=
S}
o

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

fake tracks

track Sim. PV z (cm)

0 8 -6 4 -2 0 2 4
track Sim. PV z (cm)

track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

1T T HE B
-2 0 2 4 6 8 10
track Sim. PV z (cm)

Nof as

sociated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs. sim PV z |

—
S

duplicate tracks

Ratio

550 40 20 0 20 40 60

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


