| N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

| N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

8 : g 8 E ' '

o f : [ o |} : :

FoAT0 i SRR REEEETRRPPEPEEE PPPRPRRRRE feeeeeees 3 BLOA oo b Foeeees e SRTTIE SERRRS
X - : 173} i~ L . = : s .
AT AERRTRIS IR N 5 QP beeeden Tl
N L $10? N : CH

L D agtes L = a® .
T R RO AR oo B 10°F : 2 ;

5 e 10k ;
10° Rt e N 55 ch s 10 :

FL ot : : . : . r f f
10-—¢-/¢T---+-’¢t ——Ral e ReRHiane OIdFTl 125] 2|l ||' WPM:.Wt ha -Imm: -
o == RS 7 — — i
g} M | 2o T N gt

1 L i1l Nl Tﬂ B
0.95L L 4 L i |"' 0.95L _2;0 i L i

1072

107

1

10 10°
TP vertr (cm)

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs z vert position | |

0.95 f
1072 107

1

10 10°
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

Recons@cted TPs
o
N

=
o

Ratio

0.95

0535

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

TrackngParticles
o
2

T T T

10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

=30

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

| N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs. sim PV z |

Recons@cted TPs
o

=
o

Ratio

0.9:

10 15 20

50 =15 =10 -5

TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


