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 N [ %] L . .
Qo : : : o o : :
] . . . = o . .
£ : : : 3 £ L
Q0% poneeeee SRR feeeeeeee 5 o L R R P EE
c f : : : £10 < L
[3} r . . . c [3} r . .
© = : : : 8 @© = : :
~ 4 : : o) = 3 : - :
107 s R G o 107 pronmsrorereeereeees v e
E . R E - .
r H HE ; r : H
i : T 10 r D
H H - L tag
10 R T SRR QP o
[ "." : L
= ad . F
10%F : —m it— ar —ixtracteageows—r pICutQver|al
o*-w: MY e —mKkFit_TTbar —extractedGeom a:l:gutgver aB8B8 dynamicChi2CutOverla P
AT Huire
k MRy L Th )|
i ||||||||:|||TTI||T|:I|IHHI ! 1
L : : 1 :
0.95 L L L 0.95,

1072

10 10
TP vertr (cm)

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

1072

1

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

Recons@cted TPs
o
N

=
o

4 44

0 10

TP vert z (cm)

20 30

TrackngParticles
o
2

TP Sim. PV z (cm)

02

=30

10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

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

Recons@cted TPs
S 3

=

Ratio
-
o




	Contents
	Page 1


