N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position
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N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

o T T T
Q . . :
G : : :
= : : :
Q 10%g R AR S FARREEEE
2 F : S
= r : By Mo
Q B . . .
g+ Sl
o : :
103 freeeedneees ALAREEIEEE RRETREE SRR
E : : ‘e :
s : " “u
3 : o ®enl
LY .
P I S SR L+ S
102k
E #
it i

102 ;----ﬁqﬁ' —= _||| L
el P%zﬁi mk |' MR 1 poista/cmsSW 13 2 0 pre3/src/DOM TT _MODIFok
L : 5 FRRE N | R 11 af :
1 g HI’ %’§I|llllll o TRl
; 1 1 1 1
0.05E ; ; ; I ; ;
1072 10 1 ? 1072 10 1

10 10
TP vertr (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

10°E

10kt :31 3

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs. sim PV z

TrackingParticles

Ratio

10*

10°

10?

1)) SO NN SN S S0

505

02

10 1520
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

[ e
e
09535 50 40010 20 30

TP vert z (cm)

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

10°E

Reconstructed TPs

10E

T[T T
s
o
_ T

50 5 10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

|
I\«LD

o

AN

ol

(MY oo 3
OF— :



	Contents
	Page 1


