N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

TrackingParticles

o . [2] [%2] - . .
: o oL r : :
: - 2 I : :
B =] © 5 . .
: 10°F ; '
T S R g S : :
E : = 2 E : :
e : |2 g I : :
- s : § 10 e
1055— """""""""""""""""""""" fonnnnnnnnes & = F = Y
F : r " : :
: : K SRRARA A S deeeee
L : E e "
BTt P PP L = o
E = 10
C e e
- ".E' '--I_.‘
] TV
o A= t-1000t . . . .
: T HLEH (4L = | : |
& 1l : & N '|lllu....'...ull”'
111 L
0.95- : : = zlif i i h

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

| N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

1072

101 1

10 0?
TP vertr (cnl])

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

10%E

i

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0.9
1072

107 1

N of simulated tracks vs.sim PVz |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

110 R SRR PP ST SRR SARER TS

o3 RS TIE T . ' ..... FR.
I ? -

1035_ .......... __ .....................................

O R
et

0515 -10 =5 0 5 10 15 20

-5
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

10 0?
TP vertr (crr11)

09530 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

20 -10 0

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

Y

a

'_

o

L

(8]

2 10%F

[%2]

c

S

o

o}

14

i=) H

T H :

@ 14 S FAREEREEETEEERED
: T b

1015 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


