N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

4] 9] 4]
S S S
g g g i ik it kb
5 & s
2 B et
o L.V L PRI
I
o
] e | e I | e e
0.5l L ) 0950 : ) 005 ,
10 107 1 10, 0 10 10" 1 10. 0 10" 10" 1 10. 0
track ref. point r (cm track ref. point r (cm frack ref. point r (cm
ot associated (ecaToSim) Iooper acks vo ransverse e point positin | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | N ofassociated (ecaToSim) racks vs ansverse 1 poit positon |
(%] %] %]
S s ]
g g g
2 - s
8107 =
=
=]
k=l
—— DQM_beforePR
—— DQM_correctCheck
107?
ie] ie] Re]
] T T
o 4 o

020 -10 1020 30

track ref. point z (cm)

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

2 M
Q Q
8 8
:
s 8107
=
=]
k=]
1072
107
iel Ke) 13
5 g
@ 14
0.5]
0¥ =20 -0 0 10 20 30 B0 =20 -0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_|
2 2
g g
:
E =
L8 o
5 5
@ o
%586 -4 20 2 4 6 8 10 0%e =7 =3 2 10 L 2 3 4 5

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

%608 6 -4 20 2 4 6 8 10
track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

AN
S

duplicate tracks

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



	Contents
	Page 1


