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

%] n T T T %] [%] F N 5 N .
e f : : : o @ : : : :
) i : : : = o : : : :
T AU SR RN S g 5 ob i
5, 108 ; 5 5 g L L0
2 f : : 5 2 S F b St
@ L : S @ L : A :
- . . . o) [ . . . .
L DT T [ x 1%+ eeeeees L oRCREED e
- : SR S .
3 : : = e L P . st
: : : (FL R * P e,
103:_ """"" P ik 102:_m‘.'""""'""""""""""""‘.""""
E : - < E ' :
F el . | :
bt — |
E e —_—— _ o e
o o | =— BV ERF P ese 0BG | R W
gt : || | kS Losh | 4114 ] |||| : | :
© b IR e Lot | el
i U|||1|I||I|I|| 44 L sy
0.95L i L E S LE S 005 k : :

1072

10 1 10 10?
TP vertr (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

10°E

Ratio

20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0.95t H
1072 107 1

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

10*

1035_ ................... ,_
102 . .

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 |

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

10°E

10E

-5 UL X U

5 0 5
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20



	Contents
	Page 1


