N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

4] F %] F 4]
x - < - %
B LU R R R bt P LU R =
F 2 E é
10°F
0 .
i %
105_""""5'*'%' """"""""""""
ik . : : 1] e
E 3 sl N i mi PR | PETEETTT | PR | PRI
o 2 2
& 105 & &
0.95 h i
102 10 1 10. 0? 1 10. 0? 1072 10
track ref. point r (cn%) track ref. point r (cn%) frack ref
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref polnt position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |
(%] %]
x X
3 R ]
s i
. 2
o =1
s
S | ———RQNV-ortainai=st
— §§ E ' SEt iy
——— —BlgelcPET el
i< H 8
T . T
o : o4
0.5f---=--- LR R [EEEERNS
07 10t 10 02 °¥{H 20 -0 0 10 20 30 OB T20 -10
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm)
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref nmmmm| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
2 g
Q Q
g O S R AR R
g s
8 102 g --------------------------------------
=
=]
k=l

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

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

true tracks

[N
o
w

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

fake tracks

Ratio

B0 =20 -0 0 10 20 30

[N
o
S

track ref. point z (cm)

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

10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

4
track Si

6 8 10
m. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


