N of simulated tracks vs hit

[N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs hit ]

[} F I’J
< F o
s F F
s 10'F 3
5 E]
g . . [
< 10°E S 10
FoR 8
o @
1022—
10
1
g b ) : : '
I 3 L2F(rf: [ o O BT ERERY § 1Y B N REEE
@ @ :
1 E- . ---—E- f-- ----E
09910 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits TP hits
—*— DQM_mkFit_TThase
I N of sim| — DQM_mkFit_TT_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWpP_Siter
1] E [%2]
1} E a
s F F
510 3
2 F 2102
35 . sl 2
S 107§, <]
FF 2
o @
2L
10° 10
10
E3
o +wF o
T T [
8 s £ | 4l
L 0.9F T B L% A N
9% 5 10 15 20 25 o8 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers TP layers

[N of simulated tracks vs pixel layer ]

TrackingParticles

Ratio

10°

10°F

10°

10?

10

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs pixel layer |

Reconstructed TPs

.
o
N

5 6 8
TP pixel layers

[[N of simulated tracks vs 3D layer ]

TrackingParticles

Ratio

6 7 8

0 1 2 3 4 5
TP pixel layers

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

F 'd
Fo a
oo =
0% B
E . . o
F oo 210?
e = o
F . . i
F : : o
10%g--ieeck
10g--1--+
Looieeesee
Eooof
e i o
| | | Pl B
| [l iy o«
et
0902 4 6 8§ 10 12 14 16 18 20 "0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

TP 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


