N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

L L R
8 8 g
5 = E
E s
: -
1022—
10F
=
k! o v °
¢ & 1r+++ &
0.95F + 1.
o 2 10-2 l1 : 2
10” 10” 10~ 1 10. 0
frack ref. point r (cr%)
Nof N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | | N of associated (recoTosim) tracks vs transverse ref point position |
[%] 9] F 9]
S s F ]
g g g
° - ©
© 2
5 =
=
=]
ke
.l
: E I : KX
i : E *o : oo
: : : : : : /
H|'|+ : f - 10!‘"":""". """ . o .+'+""1
j LIS f].i 1_% f ......................... ” 1
1 1 1 Fi
o o 4 . . . Qo v
& 8 1ot “ ------ : S
: ] 1
iy ‘
0¥/Pp T 20 -10 0 10 20 30 0¥35 =20 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)
Nof | N of reco track vs. sim PV z |
° 2 R
Q Q [}
g g g
2 o
= 5
=
=]
©
o ™ . . [ =} =}
© - " HEH--1- T ©
e - : : ! : ox x
LI AR 1B e s AT
SLMEI Lt i
0 10 0 10 20 30

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

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

L) r
¢ '
g [
Rl
10°F -+ -
o »
S Lo boaned
5 : 5 +T :
L ]
0%5 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

fake tracks

Ratio

track ref. point z (cm)

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

Ratio

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


