N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

2
Q
g
©
2
) ° PRI B S E 1T
H# H &1,05- - -
AT L lH
1072 10* 1072 10

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

N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon |

1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |

fake tracks

Ratio

[%] 9] 9]
S s ]
S [ g £
g g
8 10? E
=
=]
© [ .:[—— DOQM_TT original_time2
....... —— DQM_TT_modified_time2
—— DQM_TT_modifiedINIT_time2
T H
1
o ¥ . o ; ]
T E T N j
= . 1m ] m Ik !
" Ll
10°2 °89 20 —10 0 10 20 30 °¥/F=20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref "““"""“““"| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
2 2
Q Q
g g
e o
= 5
=
3 1
k) o } |
5 g : ]
« ox 1.2] T+ T 1
20 30 °B5 =20 -10 0 10 20 30 =) 510 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 |
2 ° 2
8 8 g
g 2 @
E s 10° 8
=
=]
h=l
L8 8
I ©
o 105k - - BET{ TP b e p i x
___________ 1+
°B 0 15 20 0 5 10 15 20 °flg =5 0 5 10 15 20

5
track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


