N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

TrackingParticles

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

L . . [2] [%2] F . . . . .
: : = S S
o ISR SO SO ] e < ISR U SURUOE SUVUUN OSSO
10°E : : 5 10 o 10°e : : v, : :
E : : 3 @ E : L T
r : : @ Z r . . s
i : : c 3] i : : .
: I 8 £ : P :
0 R AR AR CRRERAREEES FARRAERARALS & 10%E 103wt Ta T LA AR
- I : 5 ;
R o=t ‘o
103 e o 10 10%F -t P R
E : L™ ¢ .
i R :+*++M++”
- R : - rt o
2 =it
10% —— BgM—&RE;‘Eﬁ?%‘*&devt
o — D OTESTCKF 1000evt . . .
5 g 14 ] : : :
iV 1 ll||||||| e | 1 & :|||lllmiulll||||:
I 1M I§I||I|I|| | : 1 §|||||HH§HH|||||§
P R—— 1 ' I ' ' °%30 20 -10 0 10 20 30

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

10%E

0.8

85 20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

10 0?
TP vertr (cnll)

1

N of simulated tracks vs.sim PVz |

TrackingParticles

10 0?
TP vertr (crr11)

=
(@]
~

0955215 -10

0510 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

o.gh——il L

50 5 10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


