N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

%] 4]
X x
g g
s
E 8
2 2
T T
14 14 :
il
0.5
1072 10 1 10. 0?
frack ref. point r (cm
(%] %] %]
3 3 3
g g g
g g
8107} E 102
=
=]
© : —— DOM_ original
....... —— DQM_original2
—— DQM_testMKFitExport_initialStep
1072 T T O
10°°
2 1 ] E 9 !
§ : § ] § |||IIII:III||||
0.5F------- Rt [EEEERNS 08 08 T 1MH } !
: oo |-11 - i oo |- 1 it AL
102 10+ 10 02 -30 20 - 10 20 30 -30 20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r (cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
Nma«mmmd(v@rnm‘;un]\nm’mlmrk#v:vmnwmmrplymmvymmmn| [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
° 2 R
Q Q [}
s g g
2 °
s 8107
=
=]
k=l
1072
107
Re] o b Ke)
3 T T
o4 14 14
0.5
-30 -20 -10 0 0 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) track Sim. PV z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_| N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs. sim PV |
¢ g g
E s g
£
=]
=
o o o
] T T
4 E I 1 6 L. i 14 14
oot T ot JBE- £ oof---H- W B L R
-20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 0 15 20 -20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 —CbO -40 -20 0 20 40 60

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


