N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

1] C N N n %] L
0} r . . o 0} r
© i : : [ - ©
8, s : : 3 k5
GoEr P p S b ) 2
s - =
s [ : : S s
= 4 : : : 7 S S A T =
S[0 R EREEE RERERERERER e fonnnnnnnnes 4 1
10 ; o 10%F
E e :
L ."‘-- .
_ "*‘?"'. : : : :
10% fe™* DQM_V000I_R0O00000001__Global_CMSSW _ckinocut3_RECO
J S DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__ CMSSW_mknocut3 REC
= F B ] = I FEEE IT1TT "~ STttt = i H i
Tll T 2. | Il
©or Sk Y SR N R ) S | T
r : U|||I|EI|IIHII F : ! E ||II”"5“”II|||E
F : ; O eeeeene e O A
0.95 0.95, =20 ~10

1072 107 1

10 10°
TP vertr (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

30 =20 -10 0

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

1072 107 1

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

=

TrackingParticles

Q
r

=
. O
T

TF T T

+

Jkl T T
4
) X
3
—=+
-
<+

N - .
<+
=+
-+
=

=
T

TP Sim. PV z (cm)

0 5 0 5 10 15 20

02

=30

0

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

4 6 8 10
TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


