N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

TrackingParticles

N of ass

ociated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

F : : : g 3 F : :
C : : : F S : :

I R N R : - i
3 § : : 510’1 2 § -

i : : § g g F ~
r : : : e [= I : q"

104 CRERPEPERPRE: SERERPEPER Grereeeaeans & 103+ eeeeens FRA"REEE PEPERRE LRREPES Jeeeenes
: “ - l“ - cﬂ'ﬂ'-e} 10_ : B:ao e;

1035_ .......... ............ ....... ;’;...a ......... 102?4%905{’%"".“”‘”"0
IR 7 m
L e : R :

e i ] T PP :

MENEST: == - I —
r : | g L : g ] : i ;

1 il I S R R ¢ | [T
| 1 LS S il
O'iso-‘z 107 1 10 107 100-‘2 107 1 ' 0 %30 -20 Y10 20 30

TP vertr (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

N o

f simulated tracks vs.sim PVz |

10*

TrackingParticles

10°

10
B A N T T AT TS T
o wuoprtrhbiplpond I
5 | | ‘ il
S R l FLdi LR
o | |||EITTTTETTTTTET”||E| ;
0%5 =I5 ~10 5 0 510 15 20

Ty
%
E)

TP Sim. PV z (cm)

TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

107}

960 =40 =20

20 40 60
TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


