[ of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

%] F 4]
X - x
g I g
P - ©
E 8
2 2
T T
14 14
o 2 .1 2
10~ 10" 1 10. 0
track ref. point r (cn%)
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref polnt position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |
(%] F %]
x - x
g [ g
s s
© 2
8 E
= o . . . .
2 10k DT T e e e Bhoao.. Peeo..
ED 5‘9%%50
epReso_tes
Ee eso%es}}88bf
E . &" . O 0
0f - ody e oot
| L r |  Hhrid
SR 11| NE R .
o v Ke) 3 H N N 8
T 2 T | 3 . H T
14 o 15f-q--3 4
1.5 | N N H
1 . J Leaw_.-—& ﬁﬁ ! LA
0.5 |l o T e D I Al c X
1072 107 1 10 02 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 0 10
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm)
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref nmmmm| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
L F : 2 L -
[} N . s} 3]
S . . g g
5 W s
s f : g
o[ : =
10°F -+t 3 10
0%
10 -+ 4
o
=} . . . o
3 | . N T
o 151tk e + : 14
L.l b o : : ] : :
-30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 -20 -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_| N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs. sim PV |
4] %] %]
k] S S
g 8 s
E 2 e
= = 10 8
£
=]
=
=} 2
] T
14 14

10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

L. .

-20 -15 -10

-5 0 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

11

10864 20

2 4 6 8 10
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


