N of simulated tracks vs hit

[N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs hit ]

[} F I’J
K} F o
s =
5 10°F 3
2 s
S 10°F S
OB 3
o v
10? 3
10
1 :
9 J..Uu- ' 9
o B v R HAAAAT e
| ||||||||||| 11
I 1 - L EEEE N
09910 20 30 60 70 80 0 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits TP hits
—=— DQM_mkFit_baseline
—e— DQM_mkFit_baseline6iter
[N of sim] —— DQM_mkFit_TT_RetrainV2_WP2_6iter_ep3
1] F 1J
Q@ E a
s =
510 3
2 )
© 10°E IS}
E g
o o
10°F
10
E3
o +wF o T
S 812 £ SPEREL N P PPPR
. 1. T “ L REE ERREEN
095 : : : E: T i
0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers TP layers

[N of simulated tracks vs pixel layer ]
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