30

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
(7] C T %) (7] C
Q [ : o Q
2 L : = 2
= H o =
8105 : : L ©, 4
O S ARSRRELERIEELEEE Y e G 10
gt : 2 2
2 L : 3 £
[5} F . c 5}
s [ : S s
= : 0] e o5
e E o 10
10°F 1| I 10? .
10° ™ — — ] — — TS STHO00HT ECO— R
E —_— V o] mKEIt ewgépf time f
oo —V _ —Global—mKkFitNew. tlme—'%lzs&g) N .
[L Lk il Tl
i L S A 4 it
L 8 g i T o
; IR |
0.05L ; : ; 0.05 ; ; ; 0.05 ; ' ; i i
102 107t 1 0? 102 10t 1 02 =30 -20 -10 O 10 20

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

2030
TP vert z (cm)

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

TrackingParticles

0 R SRCIIE EEREED deeees feeeees
N N T T T T

o

‘(—u‘ H

g Al 1]

=
Q
r

15
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

20

TP vert z (cm)

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

[%2]

a

'_

©

9

Q

2

1]

c

[e}

(8}

[0}

@

O;.uu_""!" l

S [ i

e [ o]
-

0.950—1 1 I
25 —4 -3 -2




	Contents
	Page 1


