N of simulated tracks vs hit

[N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs hit ]

[} C I’J
o a
s [ =
£ °
£ 10°F %
= 2
= r @
S . 5
F ol 8
10°F o
10°F
10°F AR
9 J..uu- 9 O
I I i
@ 4 :
: it |
I . | (N IHTRERRL
09910 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 095 0 40 50 60 70 80
TP hits TP hits
[—— DQM mKFI_XIMMuSNOPU_newDerault
—e— DQM_mkFit_XiMinusNOPU_NEWdefault_specPLess1
—w— DQM_mkFit_XiMinusNOPU_NEWdefault_specPLess2
—— DQM_mkFit_XiMinusNOPU_NEWdefault_specPLess3
I N of sim| —— DOM_mkFit_XiMinusNOPU_NEWdefault_specPLess4
1] F 1J F
<@ r a F
2 10°k ; i
< E o 10'F
o 3 ° 3
E’ o= 2 F
F10°F z
g F : : g 10°F
= F : : E
103+ : : € f
E : : 102F
10°F : : E
i : I 10F
10F------ R EREEE EELETTS et E
: : : 1 ‘1‘
) NS SRS SUUUU SR S ik
E ] 1 i E
o« i i i i o s
3 : : : : | 3
e e H | e
— v = | 1
095 5 10 15 20 25 09% 5 10 15 20 25

TP layers

[ N of simulated tracks vs pixel layer

TrackingParticles

Ratio

TP layers

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs pixel layer |

Reconstructed TPs

s S

R

R S

— |
0. . . . . . . . . 0.95 . . . .
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 0 1 2 3 4 5

TP pixel layers

[[N of simulated tracks vs 3D layer ]

TrackingParticles

6 8
TP pixel layers

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

F w0

r o
10°F Sl

E 2 10°F

E |5} E

S 2 F
100 @ r

? : §103;—
10%k € f

i 10°F
10°F E
lOE-

1 lg_ A P P i
e bosd

g Pl
Y ' ¥ * g Trrl I+%+JF++ =711 "

09024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 092 4 6 8§ 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

TP 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


