N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

[%] L [%] [%] F
<@ [ o R} C
Q L = Q r
= o j =Sy L
T S RCLRTEEEE PRI 210? S0
j=2) E =] o E
s E = £ F
= o 1%} = o
Q I~ c Q
s S S10°E
o, o, FE

0N SRRRELLLLLL SELEEELEEEEE SELCERERERE 10 E

C 10°F
10°F 10 L
E 10¢ ﬁ
i

102 =—¢-ﬂ---- — _\, T TP N
W E= Bél—m KB TBarby 2R
3 E (] : Tt g [
x N + @ [ @ [

SYEIEA54E3 2
095 ' 09535 20 —10 0 10 20 30

1072

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position
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