N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

[%] C M N N [%] [%] L
o r : : : o o [
s [ : : : = =
5105— .......... OO SO H 5 El
S B : : : S =2
£ F : : : = £
35 F : : : 2 3
g I : : : 5 g
= : : : i F
104 Feeeeeeeees CRRERAREEES FARRAERARALS 12 1
10°%F 102k
E : e
L ."'- .
I g T hE:
102 5_**” DQM VOOOT_] RUUUUUUUUl Global__CMSSW_ckfnocut3_RECO
o oo DQM V0001_R000000001 _Global _CMSSW_mknocut3_RECO
= r = e [ Tk = i H f
S [ || |: | < : ] ] S i | : ||
ot nAmm L2 S 2Rl ... e | | TRPpPmeTI |
i U|||I|EI|II|H| i : : 5 : |||||nm|lll|||5
- : : : I RS S O SR AN |
0.05 ; : ; ; ] . 0.95 . ;
1072 107 1 1072 1071 1 0? =30 -20 -10 O 10

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

N of simulated tracks vs z vert position
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