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

[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

true tracks
=
(=]
2

fake tracks

[
(=}
S

[N
o

Ratio
Ratio

1 10. 0?
frack ref. point r (cr%)

(%] %] F %] F
S s f s f
@ S. 4 €.
b =10 10
2 E 2
2 [ -
[=%
=1 3L 3
3 10k . 10 10
D_layerProcv2
D layerProcv2_windows . :
D_layerProcv2_windows_hits ceebeeaes
P : : : : v : : :
1 ] S SRR L EL L LR LR AR 10f----1-- i SEETERCEEPRREERPED
it i : i P
: 1 : T e qrrigeeerdeeee CRIEE ARl N SRR
E 3 1 Il ]
o+ o o v . i
] T T 1
o @ @ 1
j R B R R R R 1 1 R
0.95 0.95! 0.
102 107 1 10 0? =30 . =30 -20 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref nmmnnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
° 2 R
Q Q [}
g O e o IR IR R g
o 10% 2
:\“E SN SERREREETTREEE N R | R A
=
=]
k=l
10?
10
1 3
I I I
o 8 Vi . 2 . . T
g 1.1 g g .,-l‘: _l‘
1 | SRR PR - L REEEEE EEREN Ii 1F---
P S i| — A sl ! I
. : p i : . : : ] ] : . : TR
=30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 =20 -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
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 PV |
g g g
" S s
210 ® g
£
3 10
=} 2
IS S [ SN | IS
O e c e =
O'—‘ZO -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 -20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 o =5 0 5 10 15 20

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



	Contents
	Page 1


