N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position
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N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

F T T T DU.) g F
r : : : F S
o SR S N k5 sl
10°% ; 5 5 g %, 10°E
o : : : = £ F
T N N . %] = B
I : : : g g [
T T e R e & T
103 Foeeeeeenees e L 10°F
E '_'--‘.‘E“ : -} i#
| e : "+' | :
10 il \a2legrann Istt: ﬂmﬁﬁdata 24/CMSSW_13 2_X_2023-06-05- llOO/src/DQM TT__mkFit-DQM_mod updatedmod -127
: ? R IRNIERI 1 g M
A 11”|1L”|||H| S : ¥ | |HHuuunH“|
i Ir|||l|gI|II|I|| o9 4-HHEHH - H R - :|||||||III:||I|IIII||:|
0058 : ; ] o 1T ILE ] 005 i i i i
1072 107! 1 10 10° 1072 107! 1 10 10° =30 -20 -10 0 10

TP vertr (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

10°E

103

1
0% -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

10*

10°

10?

10

| SEREE FEEE FEETE FETE ST SN NS N

v
+

eI 150
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

20 30

TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

10

510 15 20
TP Sim.

PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


