N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

10*

10°

10°

10

[1SRREREEE P

N of associated (iecoTasim) racks vs vansverse efpoint positon |

true tracks

i

|

0.95
102 10*

2
tlrack ref. rl)gint r (crr]D0

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

duplicate tracks

fake tracks

=
o
S

[
(=]

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

tracks

10*

fake tracks

o™ =
T ! "
o : :
LG )
o5l "1 H . ,
10~ 10~ 10. 0
%ack ref. point r (cm
N of associated (ecoTasim) acks vs ansverse efpoit position |
1%]
X
Q
g
s
2

M_MRE_TTorgl
M”mkFit_TTNE

al
HS

M_mKFit TTNEWHS-d
M mkFit TTNEWHS-c

i
IO

T

b

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

Nt associated (ecaToSI) loper racks vs ansverse e point posiion |

duplicate tracks

[N
o

30 -20 -10

0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

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

true tracks

[N
(=]
T

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

fake tracks

10

0 5 10 1

5 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

20 =15 -10

10

track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

0.9

®20 =15 -10 -5 0 5 10

15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

1]
X
Q
©
=
2
©
Q
=
=]
k=]
e i
B R Y ;
o i
o A AN
© HEd !
o i HHEEAE . B
B . : : I
-10 -5 0 20

5 0 15
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


