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 N n [%] L .
Q r . o <@ :
© i : - L :
277 USSR SRR SRR SR B 00 SO SO SO SO SO SO
g ? :gl E) E ﬂnﬂ‘%:“m“
g f : 2 g f L
g | : S Eor
Tiotk ; 102 10°F
1%k 10 e 107 e*e
: IR i ’
10? :_MMQ%_._ BRM ..—+_1— b 125_v2_| reli-m_|’v+\;[=’I ‘Esiter :
oo | == B R e v _
i 1M ’ 5 I %l[* ..... 8 [/—
x L.c B “I 1|||||l|| 0:0.9:—----' 1 HESHR _{_’_«: _____ @ ! :|||“|ll:llll“||||:
¢ g Ir|||1|§|||||r|| bl ILTELE | 111 |§|||||II|||§|I|III||||§
7 10 1 ' 02 %02 10t ' 02 09%3 20 -10 0 10 20 30

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

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

Recons@cted TPs
o
N

=
o

Ratio

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

Trackinggarticles
QU
Ty

£—15 1530

TP Sim. PV z (cm)

TP vert z (cm)

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

Recons@cted TPs
o

=
o

.......

5 0 5

10 15 20

TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


