N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

%] L . . .
Q : : :
Q : : :
= * : : :
& 10%F e R e dreeeeneeees
o E : : :
c £ : : :
< r . . .
@) : : :
o r : : :
F 0% Breeeeeees g
E= : S
F : : e
i : : e
104_' .-l-....'.... .........
E H - -
F - .--""
L . -
Bt
0.955 . .

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

Reconstructed TPs

10°

10°

10* E

10%E ey
E '\l-.'..‘.o"

10%E

10k

»

N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

TrackingParticles

10°

10*

10°

1072

10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cnll)

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

10°

10*

Reconstructed TPs

1ddie :L.Allllh "

Iy

-10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

il

+
. N
1 1

0.9 L
1072 107

10 0?
TP vertr (crr11)

N of simulated tracks vs.sim PVz |

TrackingParticles

=
o
i

10*

s
TTT T T

0955215 =10

-5

0510 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

Rati

AL

0% =50 =10

0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

O A A A A
F L et

o . . - . - .
IO R S S SRIE T I
F s Leey |

[ : .

. -

e R
10 »

E L

o . -
e I T
J_l‘“'....I....I....I....I....I....I....I....
a
0.05L

TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


