N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

) r M n ) r
o} r : o 1}
8 : = S
T TSRS SRR S G E%o &1
2 F : S e
8 | 5 g
Fo g =
O G 10 10
107 e R 10k 107
:'".“_"'E‘ ---':” + #
L o S J- 134
10%F DQM CKF_XIMInusNOPL base )
or o T DQM CKF_XleusNOPU retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epoch2
g Il g 12F i1 St 5 el
& L “l l '|||“lll @ [ ' @ B! f :|I“|IIll:lllI|llI||:
;: ”|||]||||”I” l_" L s o o - -.1 .- E|||“|””E“|””|||E||
0.05E : : ; o it ; ] 0.95 i i ; ;
10—2 10—1 1 10 102 10—2 10—1 1 02 =30 -20 -10 0 10 20

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position
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