N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

TrackingParticles

Ratio

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

F N N N %2 %} F N N N N

i 5 5 5 5 S P P

S I e, ] 8 2P ISR SN SO SO SO SO
107 : : 5 g G

: ; : : @ 2 r : Poel om

i : : : S 3 i : Do e

: : : g = A

L o SR B :: e HE At S weedes

r - - '-.. l-'-!-. L .d'.. ..'. '.:h
PTo] oo AR OO P 102=__.n9‘"1'""."'"0

: N E LW

- D™ X L
10 :‘;,‘w‘""ﬂl-— _ —e e
ofr ] —— BRVEH—ERFadbPess R | | R S

5 Wbl | 2 LT L £ gl

" Wi Hhi] L1 SHHE 4 I A

T ; 1r|||1|||||[|| i i AR T e 1
0.95L i i i 0.95 ' i i

2 107 1

H
S

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

10 10
TP vertr (cm)

2

s
TTT T T

20 -10 0 10

20

30

TP vert z (cm)

0.95 f
1072 107 1

N of simulated tracks vs. sim PV z

10*

TrackingParticles

10°

10?

Ratio

TP Sim. PV z (cm)

10 10°
TP vertr (cm)

230 -20 -10 0

10

20 30

TP vert z (cm)

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

10°E

Reconstructed TPs

10E

o wuoptd
5 |
@ [ : FAREE
]__—----E\---- |4 ::-n:
0¥ =15-10 -5 0 5

10 15 20

TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


