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

%] 4]
X x
g g
s
E 8
2 8 .
& & 1sfq]-i- T R --------
L3111 R
102 10t 1 10, 0?
frack ref. point r (cr%)
(%] %] %]
x x x
g g g
2 - g
8107 g
=
3 t S - —
Ten? tibe r-g asei-ne\gg[e m
u uareNew_st g t r—lph sel-newgeom
u 1 gu are ewgﬁs‘i 834 Ea —gﬁase}-ne aeom
102 utChiSquareNew3-s ar-phasel-newgeom
10°°
ie] 3 ie] Re]
] T T
14 4 o
0.5 -=----- R L P
07 10t 1 10 02 0 0 10 20 30 B3/ ~26 -0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref ymmvpnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
Q Q [}
s g g
2 °
& 8107
=
=]
k=l
1072
107
iel he] 1 2
3 T T
14 14 o ok L LEL TR ERELLL L .
0.5 . .
8B =50 -i0 0 10 20 30 B0 =20 <100 10 20 30 %5615 -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 |
4] %] %]
3 3 2
g 8 s
g e @
5 8 8
=
=]
=
=} 2 2
] T T
14 14 14
10 15 20 %0 =40 20 0 20 40 60

track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm) track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


