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

%} L . N . [ n F
o : : : o o F
g : : : = 2T
37 IO SRS SO SO g FI0'F
o E : : : 2 @ F
I T 5 5 0 g f
g [ : : : 5 810°E
= : : : 9] = F
10%- meeeeeeeee e B o E
3_..........E............E ..... e - E
10 E "“*m.é"'- . = - 1ok
[ ol . - E
Lo Lo 3
102 E"‘” = m — :glan]_u 1 Y e FI+ I
o] —— BRVVOBOLR —g/ska—n ::tﬁ?‘ma{ F&FE%% —
O e i i l
=k L . . : E | sl
i THALERRLHALRIALN o l """""" I
0'?_%—2 16—1 :IL I 2 0]'_80—2 16—1 1 llo 102 0930 20 0 10 20 30

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

10 10
TP vertr (cm)

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

o
©
AL L) LAY LA

10

20
TP vert z (cm)

30

TP vertr (cm)

TP vert z (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

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

=
Q
r

TrackingParticles

=
o
W

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

510 15 20

TP Sim. PV z (cm)

—io—8—6—4 4 %810

TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


