N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

[%] L .
Q :
= :
B - :
< : U
@ L0%F e :
[=)) E N
= 3 :
= L :
=} :
E - .
LT o ]~ EEE LR PR PO FRRRE drrneneeees
E= - =
L - L.
| Lo

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

Reconstructed TPs

10*

10°

10?

[ = : :
F : - :
F A
[ . -
. - .

? """"""""""" A
E -t .
- - .
r =

--------------- T P

T T

T
—
—

N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

TrackingParticles

10°

10*

10°

0.95 L
1072 10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cnll)

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

Reconstructed TPs

i
1
¥
3
:
;

Ratio
_%_E : .

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

o
1©
oS
o
|
o
|
~E
o
o

0.95 .
1072 107 1

- 4 f
b 3

|- - (444 N T
1+ 1|t :
i

N of simulated tracks vs.sim PVz |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

0.95]

20 =15 =10 =5 0 5 10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

10 0?
TP vertr (crr11)

Rati

A

0.9%5°

MWe =20 =10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

10*

10°

102

10

TN I I P I P T
L.Uo" T 3 3
SRR f

[ : : B

| SREEREE X -

E 4l
0.95L 1 H il

=7 10 15 20

TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


