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

9] F 9] F 1%] F
x E . . x - x -
Q E N N Q L Q
g ., : : s F S
100 - m e e > >
J— : g o
3 . . E (o]
: : s
103 -~ I N P
E L.
N -
0 AR R R R LR R I (0o SRR SRR R e R R REREEERE
3 L
F +

=
=
o]
o
] =
1072 10 1 10. 0? 1072 107 1 10. 0?
frack ref. point r (cm frack ref. point r (cm

duplicate tracks
=
o
2

true tracks

IR ||0r|€| al

KFit™T

kFltTTpLW
an—I“l_pLW 1H

- T
H [
10k N
10 i)
1
o 0 vy
T T
o o
92 10 10 02 0956 —~20 10010 20 30 09306 100 10 20 30
t]r'ack ref. point r (cr%) track ref. point z (cm) 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
Q [5] Q
S g g
¢ F @ -
s f 8 10?
| =
10°F 3
10? 3
10F
1k
Qv o+
T T
14 4
1
°%620 -10 0 10 20 30 °¥ 20 -10 0 10 20 30 095 i5 1050 5 10" 15
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 Pvzl
[%] 4] C 0
S s ]
g g I s
s ©10°k ®
£ 10t chl g
[ =
- =]
©
10°F
10%F
10
o i N o L F
T N H |_u . 1 T
14 . I} 14
[ SRR |T{{¥}M : 1=
O'—;LO -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 0'—;20 -15 -10 0O 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 l 20

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



	Contents
	Page 1


