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 . [2] F N [%]
: a o : Q
: EoF : S
100 SR g 1045_ '''''''''''''''''''''' S E
: s 2t s 2 10'f
I : 2 3- H %
3 : S 107 - A I
iy ST SRR SR IR g : =
E . B . L)
E e o= ol o T
i '.. S e 10 E +’m:w
T e R RISt o :
: - :
L _’..0. -
107" =it rppfa = e
;.wf " DgM—test—m FitFit_newOL i . . . . .
i ; : s | FINHITHING 3 o
)’ 5|||111|11|§1||1|I | = kb T L e |5I|I11m..5mu|||||g|
;|||”T|H|;I||T|I|| | 1 1 |E|”“”'”;"'“”|||5|
P R—— 1 ' I 1 ' °%30 20 -10 0 10 20 30

10 0?
TP vertr (cnll)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

09533

—20

-10

0

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.sim PVz |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

0.95]

A
5 |;|IIT

-

05 1E 108 0510 1520
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

10 0?
TP vertr (crr11)

TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

0.95! N L

505 10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


