N of simulated tracks vs hit

[N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs hit ]

0 E 7
K} F o
S I =
510 3
2 ]
g2 2
c 10 S
[= 3
o
10°F
10
1
o v 2
T T
o o
0.95 . 0.7 . .
0O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits TP hits
—=— DQM_mkFit_TThase
—e— DQM_mKFit5_TT_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWP_epoch4
—— DQM_mkFit_TT_baseline_6iter
I N of sim| —— DQM_mKkFit6_TT retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWP_epoch4
0 F 7]
@ F Q
S I =
510 3
2 F 2102
S ol 2
S 10°gs 8
E10E g
F o
N
10 E 10
R0 e LR LR R i o SR
b A
o+ k)
T T
o o
1 0.9 1 -
E 1 -+
%0 20 25 % 5 10 15 20 75

TP layers

[N of simulated tracks vs pixel layer ]

TrackingParticles

Ratio

10°

10°F

10°

10?

10

TP layers

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs pixel layer |

Reconstructed TPs

5 6 8
TP pixel layers

[[N of simulated tracks vs 3D layer ]

TrackingParticles

Ratio

Tl SR
07
10%g--ieeck
103
Leieetee
J..u=|
NI
‘|||H!'f‘”|
09024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs 3D layer |

Reconstructed TPs
=
o
>

10

3
0.9

Ratio

B :
08F [+ rof-prieea e daf s

%0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
TP 3D layers




	Contents
	Page 1


