N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

TrackingParticles

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

F . N [ [%]
: : o Q
: : = S
: : o pu
O S P R g S
3 5 ; 2 2 10
L . . |72} =~
. . = Q
[ : : S o
1% e b drenneneees g =
- i',. ., 10°
e I S ol
_ ""‘g ] : 2
o N =V B R e
: of DOMtest-mkFitFit noOL i . . .
: 5 : 5 5 N
); =|||111|11|=l||1|| | e Mol B e : |=|I|11um=muII|||=|
r §|||HI|H|§I||T|||| |§|||I|I||||§||||I|||||§|
0.?[50_2 16—1 :II_ I 0'?150—2 10I—1 :II_ I 0930 20 -10 0 0 20

10 0?
TP vertr (cnll)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

OO 11 1 11
oo -1 HH1 iR
08B0 T56 10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

10 0?
TP vertr (crr11)

N of simulated tracks vs. sim PV z

TrackingParticles
[
QU

10°E

_|§|I|11
i

0.95]

%50 =15 ~10 =5 0

510 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

=
o
T

Lo +1 1T
0.9F ----r---- ki1
%50 =15 -10 -5 0 5

10 15 20

TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


