N of reco track vs dxy

2 © F 2 M
104 g 1045_ ............................ % %
E E s g
i H
- . . o
Ty SRR :
: i
| m
' i
P \q N
] I PRA3T46 1
g } HH“ DQM T | PR43146 _swap HHHE
[RHI] ol I H '\ 11} [ H”‘ U] HI TTIREN H\ N T
i “H'h.!‘ m'lh :H'H |M “ M‘ Il \l | H ‘ ‘\H \ “Iu e \ \H\m II\”‘N i\ Hl: I\II H” ” H 'W ”‘\,‘IH “H : J I :
Jl kil Ul IR i I HM (il PRI | | I
i H| i Il : 0 Y
5’25—20—15 10 -5 20 25 525—20—15 10-5 0 5 20 25 "=25-20-15-10-5 0 5 10 15 20 25

525—20—15—10 -5 0 5 10 1 20 25
track dxy (cm)

N of reco track vs dz

tracks

il

°‘—30 —20 ~io 10 20 30
track dz (cm)

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs dxy

N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs dxy

track dxy (cm) track dxy (cm)

[N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs dz_]

1%} 2]

S s

8 g

g 2

B g8

o o

3 i

14 o4 i

°¥30 20 -10 0 10 20 30 : 10 20 30
track dz (cm) track dz (cm)

track dxy (cm)

| N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs dz |

¢

[}

8

g

©

e

E

S 10

o v

3

14
M.
0¥o 20 -10 0 10 20 30

track dz (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


