N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

Nof ass

ociated (recoToSim) tracks vs transverse ref point position

%] F %] F
< - x -
g f gt
=90 N0 o LT T A
@ 3
2 E
10° 10°E
10? 10°F
10 10F : *
1 Lo Do + : Seeeeeee
E o ) " AT PR | PRI
o =+ o aw | |
& 105 &
1 0.95,
095 2 . 1 2 o 2 : 1 2
10~ 10 1 10. 0 10~ 10~ 1 10. 0
frack ref. point r (cn]D frack ref. point r (cn]ﬂ
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref polnt position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

fake tracks

track ref. point z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

[4] %]
x x
Q Q
g g
° p
2 2
L =
=
=]
=}
° o T
T o T N ! ] o N
x : e : i M“ : :
& [ SEEEE ST i F & R EEEET
1 S S | N | [
02 10t 1 °¥{P/ 20 10 0 10 20 30 °¥/ 20 10 0 10 20 30
tlack ref. pomtr(cr%) track ref. point z (cm)
Nmmm,mmmwum,mkwmwm,P,mmwﬂ"| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
Q [5] Q
g [ e T R bt R g
e 2
S g --------------------------------------
=
=]
=}
° o L I I I I I °
= = . =
14 14 @ L
| Y o S S
0¥/ =20 -10 0 10 20 30 020 10 0 10 20 30 5 0 5 10 lo
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_| N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs. sim Pvzl
%] %] ]
S S ]
g g s I
Q Q Q
210 s S T
£
=]
h=}

Ratio

i

0 lO 1 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

4 6 8 10
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


