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

S : : g F 3 F
-,_% - = 5-_ _____________________________________________ ._% B
0 SN S — .
gk ; ; 5 = R A R S £ F
§ i : i i ?O : §103§—
o) S Peoeeeeeeee oo o] IR SRS SRR SRS
- 5 5 5 i ..-*:"'m"‘: ot 102k
B 10?2 E—*“-.-----: ------------------ S SRR TR E
] R A A . Eo _ C
A S S L N Tat | o
. : f A
IWESL Gids= e _ -
§ 1E+tr " § 1i- T | TN - A § P | ||ll““llh||||
30l i il e
0.95L f Al L

1072 107

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

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

02

Q
S

Re(}_\onstructlg\d TPs
o
w
%
L ]

maL
%

[y
o
N

=
(=]
T
pee
—
[ =
L —=
——
o
—=
.

10 0 10

20

30

TP vert z (cm)

0.95L
1072

107 1

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

Trackinggarticles

[y

=
o
N

RatiQ

0.9

Q
r

o
W

T I

10 10
TP vertr (cm)

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

15 20

093020 -10 0 10

=30

20 30

TP vert z (cm)

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

Q
>
T

Beconstruged TPs

(=)
w

05 =15 =10 5 0 5 10

15 20

TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


