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TrackingParticles

10°

10*

102 ;----ﬁqﬁ' —= _||| L

el : P%zﬁi mk |.' @I@ERlzglsta/CMSSW 13 2 0 pred/sic/DOM TT_MODIFok . . .
i : ’ ’ 5. f LECLLAL L 3 ” | -
1 pllbfaly | @ ¢ | I
; U||IP|H|H| Bl B URE I W A 1MHHWWHHHH
o ; ; ; LD B LEELLED 00 L ; : ; ;

0.95 0.95 0.95, ~20

1072

T T TTTET

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

Reconstructed TPs

=
Q
S

T T T T

*??+¢++

PR
Vg,

|JrJ|{'|i |

N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

TrackingParticles

10*

10°

10?

TR
-

%

______________________________
: a :
. LR ™ .
: .
: . s
: S ay
...... I S S
: s Ry
. By
: : A :
: " . :
: = ®enl
2 iy .

TP vertr (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

s
TTT T T
i
> 2
s

2030
TP vert z (cm)

107 1 10 10?

1 10 10?
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

10*

Eoil ’ |‘|5luuhuuul|l|
1 |||:nm;mmn|||
0 o8 R 10 1520

TP Sim. PV z (cm)

=30

-10 0

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

[any
o
w

[any
o
N

10 15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


