N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

Reconstructed TPs

| N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

TrackingParticles

N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position
[%] F . .
Q : .
o H H
‘% H H
o 10%F- e R RECRREEES FARRERELEEEE
[=2) F : :
< F : :
X [ = N H
Q B . .
© | . .
= H H
L) e H
10°E : B
- : :
107 FARRERE
F : - :
o . - -
F . - [l
H .
B . - o B ™
3. .= =
10 E —— E
o x ]
o 1Y B =
— I .
< B
o
15
0.95 i :

1072

TP vertr (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

1:— ------ \- ----- -mé-u‘- i o ml - -------
E N y b | 437 y N
0.95/ 1 il n i 1
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

107 1 10 10?

Rati

o.osf A - - B R -

Ol{\
1072

+ . . r

+

10 1 10 1
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

10°

10*

10°

10?

1.UD!

TP Sim. PV z (cm)

I ? =
£
%0 -1 0510 15 20

02

Rati

%530

e [

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

—20 -10 0

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

Reconstructed TPs

10

10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


