[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

9] F

2

s f

LTl SRR R PP R P EPEI-EEPEPPEPI-EPPEEPES
:“‘“"*""’o

104 ------

10°

N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon |

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

i
o
o

true tracks
N
Q
2

[N
o

Ratio

fake tracks
=
o
2
T

track ref. point z (cm)

L 2 F 2
Q Q L Q
g S g
© 10°F P
8 1%k E E
PP H I, N [
© 1T origmat 10
kFit_TT_JanUpdate-noErr
kFit_TT_JanUpdate-statErr
KFit_TT _JanUpdate-systErr
10 T E v 9
E 4 ¥
1
o+
T
24 1
0.95[H
0.9 0.95! ! . . 4 0. L L . ’ . -
1072 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 =30 -20 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref pmmnnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
2 F 2 2
g . g g
¢ F @ -
®OF g
10°F S 10
E °
10?

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

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

true tracks

[N
(=}
™

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

%90 —i5 -i0 =50 5 10 15
track Sim. PV z (cm)

20

2 F
S E
IS L
210°F
8 E
10°F
10%F
10

wop i i i i i i

5 10

0 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

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

duplicate tracks

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



	Contents
	Page 1


