N of simulated tracks vs hit

[N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs hit ]

1% n
<2 a
S F
=4 o
g 10° 210°
g 2
< %]
Q c
8 g
F 102 & 10?
10 10
bl
o o .
& ||||||||\|||||ﬂ|1|||||”||||||||| & osf (Ll ARE 5.
alt N P 1
!||||||||‘|||||uu|||||”||||||||| : : : : E
. H I R
099710 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 09%9~"10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
TP hits TP hits
—=— DQM_CKF
I N of sim] —— DQM_mkFitinit
(%] 172
Qo o
) F
8 5
2 g
= 7]
Q c
S [=]
= 3
@
) 2
I T
@ 24
0.95, . . . 0.95, il . .
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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