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

[%] F N [ [%2] F . .
Q@ : o Q L : :
=] : = 3] | : :
g : 3 5 5 ;
o 10°F : 3 @ 10y T feneee
[<) F . S = E ol
c L : = £ F .
g I : z g I i
I o . o] o] o -
= : 5] ° .
= 0 LI L RR -EERERRRLEE FARREELLEEEE & F 10
10°¢ 10°E
102F
o L.uofp '. - 3 H T = ] H i
: | 2 L T 2 TR
1 | : SN | CERED 3 (R 1t « i
el : ] : : 1 5|||||||||5|||I|||||5
5 L rt- H 1t ft : ' : ; ;
0.95! L E h 1 0.95 A H X i
1072 1072 10t =30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

10 0?
TP vertr (cnll)

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

Reconstructed TPs

1.UD|

Ratio

y
TTT T T

0.95!

%)
o

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

10 0?
TP vertr (crr11)

N of simulated tracks vs.sim PVz |

TrackingParticles
[
QU

0.95]

%50 =15 -10

510 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs
=
(=]

1.UD|

Ratio

B
TTT T T

s

S5 R BORER o 0 mEks on o2 sREPRRERAEES

0y -

6 -4 20 2 4 6 810

TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


