N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

4] 9] 4]
3 3 3
g g g SRR ARt R
= & é
2 B et
o o o s L
T T I
14 o o
- L. B
. 0.95 L
10" 10 1 10. 0? 1072 10 1 10. 0?

track ref. point r (cr%) frack ref. point r (cr%)
ot sssocates GecaTosim) ooper vacks va vansvers e pontposion | o st ecoTosm) wacks vs ansvers o pon postion |
(%] %]
x x
s
8107 5
=
=]
k=l

107? -
2 9
T : T
14 : o
10 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 0 0 20 30

fake tracks

Ratio

2
t]r'ack ref. %8int r (cn%')o

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

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

true tracks

Ratio

track ref. point z (cm)

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

duplicate tracks

»—\
S
b

Ratio

fake tracks

.4
S
o

107

0.5

0 10 20 30

B0 =20 -io

track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio

-4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

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

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV

z ]

tracks

5 0 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

AN
S

0 20 40 60
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


