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

E : : : g g E
: : : F S
: . . ° =
O S e FR g g 10°
: 5 : : 2 g
o : : : 2] X
L H § g
ey . S S ST g =
I — -
: : : E o g, o Pt
i P, AN # ™y
- W . + : ++
e s . i . .
10°F — =1600ew e
s oof—rrod —— BONHIEHEER-CERTHZ2 10000Y0TI IERS 10006y . . . )
: : b= 1:— N H B ' : : N
iR i ll||||||| et ] & :||||II|||:||II|||||:
[ ({1 ]§T||||||| (U o s S IR ] §|||||“”§””|I|||§
099 ' ' ; ; ' 092520 -10 0 10 20 30

1072

107

1

10 0?
TP vertr (cnl])

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

y
TTT T T
v

0.95!

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

0.8 L
1072 107

10 0?
TP vertr (crr11)

N of simulated tracks vs.sim PVz |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

10*

10%F

10?

1.UD!

0.95]

s
T T

R

20 =15 -10

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

=30

TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

=
o

-

1086 -4-20 2 4 6 810

TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


