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

17} r - T T n ] C .
K} N : : . o Q :
s [ : : : = S :
= : : : 3 5 :
S10°f e o Feaeeeess frrareeneene 810° a0’ :
g f : : : = c f :
X r : : : 2] = F :
Q I~ . . . c Q B .
s : : : 8 g r :
= : : : 9] = :
S[01 = EERERRRER Feeee e FARREELLEEEE @102 10°F :
103 e e LRTTTEIPR 102 T %
: : Lo )
: . T . :
102 E_’m —.— B
onnf —— BeMd = ; ; -
= I : T
© f i 44 | ot LLLE
T : E |ﬂ“““”w””HH
0.95L i 0. ' : = 1L 0.95 ' i :
10~

1072

1

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

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

02

Recons@cted TPs
o
N

=
o

Ratio

0.9]

0.8|

0.7

=30

=20 -10 0

10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

10 10
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

=
Q
r
T T

TrackingParticles

=
o
W

10?

105—
oo .
s [ P |
S S | il
Eoo ET””E”T||E|

TP Sim. PV z (cm)

=30

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

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

510 15 20

Recons@cted TPs
o

=
o

Ratio

10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


