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 [%] . . .
s [ s 5 St S
L S S S goETT R
S T A N S S R
10 102%‘ """ """" R "
103_— l W E :%¢¢¢:
: : ; - IR S RO SRR UL
i ; 5 * lo?fﬁb? i
102;0 _._ “’“:v_\v,“"““_f'“"“"“““m_"' E’:E&r Y AT
T SRR e , —
1 AR TR T T
=k : AL | l . = F : | W
{00 L M
L b o 1 | 1 H i N H H
e 10t 1 ' 2 ' ” 0%30 -20 -10 0 10 20

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

10 10
TP vertr (cm)

TP vert z (cm)

[N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

(%] F T T T T

o [ : : : :

N O

e ENSRORE SUURE SR UOPRE NOTRIN S

()] E . g . .

= - :

= f D : :

g [ == = :

- . had .
103 Pog e
S T €
E H H Ry
F+ L

T IR SR SRS SRS S
| N N

oo ; ; ; -

£ il

e A HENEEHEARAH 10
[ kAL 111

0¥ 50 5 10 15

20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

30

TP vert z (cm)

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

TPs

Reconstructed

Ratio

4 6

TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


