N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

TrackingParticles

Ratio

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

| N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

] EF T 1
L """""" """""""""""""" z Elo“g‘ """ """" """ % """ ------
g & o - “”ﬁ, _______
N : L
| R
107 T e e ST 105 # e Wi ¢
F T Tt . i U R
loz:_.wio. AR A S '#I'[fi"lf': T T i}%ﬁf f
o] =— | ’ gl eel PRIYSIIEMSS-13-3 0 pregisiesBai FF_BRIEOK _ —
AT TR R 2 T e g [T
00 T 2 T

0.95

1072

10 1 10 10?
TP vertr (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

10?

10

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

..........

.......

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

Y

1072

02

10 1 10 1
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

TrackingParticles [

Ratio

T e e e RS O
3 Dol el D
S b
o T
F 4 Pob iy
10| KRS SO SR RS SO
B | . sy gty T o T
Eoill ‘ |5|I11151111151||||5’

[ ? | |§||m§m”§”|||§|
0.5 ! S SO DU

%0 =16 -10 -5 0 5

10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

0.95

10
TP vert

230 -20 -10 0

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

20

30
z (cm)

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

10?

Reconstructed TPs

10

1

......

o
1.2
11
£
0.9

Ratio

Lo

T
X
e
T

-

10
TP Sim. PV

50 =15 =10 -5

1520
z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


