| N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

TrackingParticles

Ratio

103 é_ ________ mw%‘”“'"“’“ﬂﬂ
we =W

f i
0.95 t '

- e
i wmw By
...... .

ORICINAL

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

Reconstructed TPs

10*

=
o
w

10°

1

o
I“L—

_c.
-

T
&

| N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

TrackingParticles

10°

10*

F : : ey :
[ : e B :
-

: e : :
SRR Seneees CRETSRRE AR Begnceee e
3 : De w :

E : . o :
I : : . :
3 : ‘e : :
L...... beeeens S S PR S
E : i : : :
i o : u,
N . : :

P . =

e oig g
E—‘*’uéb*- ------------------------------ 'E'ﬂ'"o"
EQ N §9

]

1072

107 1

10 10°
TP vertr (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

30
TP vert z (cm)

Rat

EFE

(A

.............

BWE hits .
f

n
P

4+
dNESAES

02

10 1 10 1
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

10°

10*

10°

10?

e [ FR—

1.UD!

T
B
<

510 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

50

Rati

%530

1 j |:||||I"": ""l||:|||

T

-10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

~20

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

Reconstructed TPs

10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


