N of reco track vs hit

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs hit

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs hit

1%} 0 %] 4]
X x r < B4 -
Q [=] Q Q
g g g g
) 2 g o
E10? s 8107}
=
=]
°
10
L 1 r
8 . . pe] . - . . 8
I -1 --F : T 12 T RaRE el M I
o ]l 14 : 14
09F-= F bl I § it | HLER H : e
0. L1 L o e 1 L L L1 L L
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 C() 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
track hits track hits track hits track hits
— D IV_iiikF![ I 1 Dase,
—— DOM”mKFit_TT retrain_noCandDNN
Nof reco trackvs ] ——— DOQM mKFit"TT retrain
) i R
= s é
E s
° X ° : o ?
1 T 81 il T ﬂﬂ L % o5k~ p |- - :
14 4 14 .
> .- HHH----- E- - ;
B l -l l EEL PR £ O ¥ EEEE 0.95---Ft-F--- {4 - .
. o Fr . .
0. L 0. L 0. L L L L
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20 25 0 10 5 (b 5 10 15 20 25
track layers track layers track layers
[N of reco track vs pixellayer ] N of associated (recoToSim) racks vs pixellayer ] N of associated (recoTosim) duplicate tracks vs pixellayer |
%] 4] %] 4]
g I 2 g TR
[5} [=} Q Q
g g 8 g
- v v ®©
£10° 8 g
g
=]
=l
10™
2
T
14
T 2 3 5 6 7 8 01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 3 5 6 7 8 "1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
track pixel layers track pixel layers track pixel layers track pixel layers
N of reco track vs 3D layer N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs 3D layer | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs 3D layer |
0 1%} [}
S S s
g s 8
[ Q Q
£ 8 g
2
3
©
10~
10
o + 2 8 L8
3 s 3 3
14 @ 14 14

2714 16 18 20
track 3D layers

4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track 3D layers

6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track 3D layers

10 12 14 16 18 20
track 3D layers

8



	Contents
	Page 1


