N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

Reconstructed TPs

| N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

10*

10°

TrackingParticles

10?

10

[%] L . .
Q : :
o : :
= : :
Q@ 10%F e CRRERAREEES FARRAERARALS
[)) - . .
£ [ = : :
S r : :
o I : :
1y SRRIIIERLE e RRMTEEES
L= :
3__ ..... e -
10 E ...-. ...“E. - _.‘.'."
E - et - -
E i :
L "4": T ead
- e
5 cigi 1
102 — — E% 1 preciof
o 2N Sk e n—"
g T
L
0.95 i i

ER5_1000e

+ 114
£ 3
= s o e EEEEE
Tl 1+
1 Ll
1 1

1072 101 1

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

0.95 .
10 0? 1072 107 1
TP vertr (cnll)

N of simulated tracks vs.sim PVz |

10 0?
TP vertr (crr11)

TrackingParticles

T
B

E e v
: ¢ Lo

Ratio

b4

-
"

[2]
o
'_
°
9
S 107
@
c
o
[S]
[J)
@

10
o +vp :
T r :
o L :

iy R L T
10 20 30

0.95!

W
o

|
k-
o

|
=
o
o

TP vert z (cm)

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

Rati

055

0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

i) : :
T 3 :
@ 4 :
3 AT B
0.95 1 1 HARNRN 1 1 1
0-15-10 -5 O 5 10 15 20

=2

TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


