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 3 F :
o [ : : : [= - f :
= H H H o Al A
s T S H T
S F 5 5 5 Z s F e
g [ : : : 5 R R S T
[ H H H o) E a "N
10% e poneeeee b x 2 :
103 """""" """ ‘*""";;"'45'4;,"' - .
3 Pt o, Tt " 10
: vwﬁq?ﬂ : wes | T E
102 :.v-@??. .. : r‘lr\nnr\r\r\nrn_r‘l =N a FI% I
ok HOEHBBe 5k .
5 FlT : R E ; Q
o F (AL E AR O T 2, R @ {1 [
1;‘* I ----- 1k i%l l
08 % °%30 20 -10 0 20

1072

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

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

02

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

.....

11 N
10 20

30

TP vert z (cm)

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

8 F : : : :
k= S
AT RSO SO SRS SR SN S
2 F S :
< f le, T :
8§ [ == &
5 IR T S
L
0%
(10| SRR S S
S0 JOUUS SUNOE SO SUOOK DOU
s Ml |
A || TRV T
Il
L0

510

15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

02

=30

10 30
TP vert z (cm)

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

TPs

Reconstructed

TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


