N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

[%] F .
2 .
2 L :
= :
QOB e dreeeeneeees
D F .
S B

= B

< I

g [

o

[

=

Q
N
.

[y
o
w

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

Beconstru%ed TPs
w

o
N

| N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

ngrtches

Trackin

=

=
o
N

10

IR

I
AT N
I 51:”1'5 ++ﬂ=-;
F_++ H*?# """""""""""""" ’ f’f’r'fﬁ+ﬂ
A

102?’

o 1T i }--H----------‘ ........... E Tl
T 1 L1
1 -.#..i_.hﬁ o] JIEIEP L

1072 10 1 10 10?
TP vertr (cm)

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

Recons@cted TPs
o
N

=
o

TTTTT

T T T T T T

1020 30
TP vert z (cm)

|
w
o

10‘1 1 10 10?
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

Trackinggarticles
QU
Ty

=
o
W

T T T T T

10?

e beeaaaan
.

Be -5 0 5 10 15 20

TP Sim. PV z (cm)

=30

-10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

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

Recons@cted TPs

=
o

Ratio

o
N

0 5 10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


