N of simulated tracks vs transverse vert position

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs transverse vert position

N of simulated tracks vs z vert position

n C n n C
Q [ o <@ [
2 L = 2 L
£ ! =

5;105; g 5;1045—
£ F £10° £ F
4 r 2] X r
5] i c S L
¢ ¢
10*F (2 10°F

i 10 i
10°F 102 % !

E eeenn F*

: I ] o
102:_*"" —— ] T _;wn’atreagevﬂr__ 153 l‘Ul” . .......
ool —— BOM-mKEitTTBarPUB0-extracte SBWS—FSSSSSEF of 4BVer|ap8R8 aynamicchizcutoverla . . |
g | E ||| 3 B E Ut 3 | : || :
L AL Ul &l - ¢ | eI

i E U|||1|EI||IIII| | E J E ||II”"5““II|||E

. ; ; | 1 SEPPRRRRRN P Hfitge : : : ; .
P a—— . ) e 02 °%30 20 -10 0 10 20

10 10
TP vertr (cm)

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

10 1
TP vertr (cm)

N of simulated tracks vs.simPVz |

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

bbb

TP vert z (cm)

10 20 30

=
Q
r

TrackingParticles

=
o
W

10?

15 20
TP Sim. PV z (cm)

30
TP vert z (cm)

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

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

6 -4 —2 0

4 6 8 10
TP Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


