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 | | 5 I S :
= N ° = R [ R R T
S s So o I
s : S e
gl : T R R S ) L S
10% e Preeeenee e @102 E L = L
o g . S T . S e —
N bl 3 - F : P, :
R e s P it o "y
RIS R i : solp T
G S R ﬁﬁTT fﬁ%ﬁ# B
lozz_.q‘??ﬁ. : BOM-mETroriginat : : : Il : : — il
orobrted —— BENHKE-H{NEWHSNSto AL LITERS 108 | | _ e
: A HHHH || || HHH : 11_"“ _ g | ’Hllluull”””
111 |y
0.95L i i i LLLLE i 0.95 i j

102 107t 1 10 102 0]'_80—2 16—1‘ 1 10 102 =30 —2I0 -10 0 10 Zb 30
TP vertr (cm) TP vertr (cm) TP vert z (cm)

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

Trackinggarticles
S)
2

-
o

w

Recons@cted TPs

Recons@cted TPs
o
N

N
o
=
o

10?

Ratio
Ratio

20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 20 =15 -10 -5 510 15 20
TP vert z (cm) TP Sim. PV z (cm) TP Sim. PV z (cm)

Lo HELLE E B TR ST (L
TR | oof -+ - F-HHEFHT #
] oab i L Ll [T

0.9

B0 —20 -10 0 10 20 30



	Contents
	Page 1


