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

[%] C N T T N (%] -
o : : : o 9 F
@] : : : = o L
= I : : : kel =
LT N S e AN g g1
@ : : : 3 @ F
g B : : : I 200
[5] F . . . c Q 3
© L : : : 3 S 10 3
oo : : : @ = E
104 ereeneeee CEREPERRER FERERTERRER o E
E : : 10°F
103 e Beeeees ;"'5 """ """..'.".'.'_'4;'." r
E : e ;
: i SR 10
B "'.'E o " m
- -0 . N .
== TR T aee
E pr—— — I ) -
A=) | =:S S R :
5 I 1111 5 : 3
(2 LT Tabplldr | 1 x ; «
Tl ARG ES. T | e - e e e 1k
0.95 L 4 L i 0.95 i
=30 -20

1072 107 1 10 10?

TP vertr (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0.95 H
1072 107

1

10 10°
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

(113 SR RUTEE SEPTI UOPL PUTIERPRE TR AL
o : o, :
B - -
[ e
103 bee e R TR
102 [t
#

10

v
s

| SEREE SEEE FEETI FETE ST SN NS N

<>.|

510 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

=
o

15 R0 U O

10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


