N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

8 F 8 3 E : : : :
g - = © L : : : :
= - =AY I o N e
T TPt DT U RS g g 10k : : I :
2 2 g : e :
S B 5 s F 0T m
& r IS 8 103kt B N
= 2 = : e » :
T o S Lo
E 102F------ beeeeen n”w-. -------
L E ¥ 6
E r HE A ;
10° ISR L2 SO O b
5 mﬁﬁﬂ A
10%E% HeRg 27 : &
R ?d %ated-127

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

| N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

Ratio

"
id

0.95

1072

TP vertr (cm)

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

10?

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

-

10 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

107 1 10 10?

T
o

il

0.95

= - et . s
r B r H
HEERE]

0.{\
1072 107 1

10 10°
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

TrackingParticles [

Ratio

=
Q
r

=
o
W

10?

10

1.UD!

0.9

FE P
AL S S e 2
Pt EEERES
T N N N
AN T
A

10 15 20

%0 =15 10 5 0 5

TP Sim. PV z (cm)

Rati

0.95

[T
; ||||||§||||||||||§|

-10 O

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

30 -20

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

10?

10

0.9F

0.8°

%0 =16 10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


