| N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

TrackingParticles

Ratio

10°

10*

10°

0.95

i S

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

Reconstructed TPs

10*

10°

.

#

1

o
—
.
i.--_*
e
-
e o
%
-

| N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

TrackingParticles

10°

10*

10?

E . ¥ 5

E : i . :

r : ‘e : :

L...... beeenas S S P S

E H - . .

E : . ey,

L Ty '__._:h
ot L]

e R e

E, !

I, N %

L +

DOM_TT _MKFEDOM_oF

iginal-0

DQM_TT_mKkFit-DQM _or

1072

107

1

10 10
TP vertr (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

e

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

iginal-127

2

Rat

F- TR T
t 4 ]
ospoh it bt
F 1 . :

02

10 1 10 1
TP vertr (cm)

Ba
o

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

10° : :
10°F : A
L o A R

10?

i RN FEEE FTETE SR TS FEEE FTEEE STETE R
100

-

+
— =
4

jun
PX
F
¥
P
3
PR,

P

¥

Py

py

=+
F
o =
=4
==
= =]

9 =15 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

Rati

0.95

1 : |:||||,.....:.......,||:|”

T

230 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


