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

1] C [%] ]
Q [ o Q
s L = S
3, 4l : : B S, 3
s N[00 - °© al10
= 21 2
S F 2 S
g [ 5 g
'_1035— ---------- R R AARAAELLLLILLLEFAEEEEREREED 2 '_102
E E 10
: < - E
102 [ EEEPIPLPIPLE SRS Yoo Foetltg, E 10
3 : + + [ o :
Eoaty #t I SRR N R :
MARLLANT AN llll.!.lll 11
10f=- -l 1V N S ATV o OldFiles 125 v2_prelimWPM._epochd
O == BRI |ﬂtg§ﬁ:ﬁ§§§:20mhzzm ot |
'oé F E 16 - -<=-0-4:-<T <>-0-----4HH|E-<»<>-‘ I 1 P U T I % | ||
& it D:09_3-- o AT & Bl |”||||| |
T oo (I (R iy
Oi‘b— 16—1 :IL 1I0 102 0]'_70-—2 16—1 :IL llo 102 09—530 —2I0 -10 (I) 1b Zb 30
TP vertr (cm) TP vertr (cm) TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

-10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

TrackngParticles
o
w

10%E

5 iE 10 5 0% 10 1530
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

09‘,

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

Recons@cted TPs
o

=
o

Ratio
=

0.9F

s e 0 101520
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

0sk o GUTY



	Contents
	Page 1


