N of simulated tracks vs hit_]

[N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs hit |

1%} F n
2 E o
2 =
50T 3
a f B
j=2} - =
£ L =
S & Z
I 8
-~ B o]
E 14
o F o
= =
© ©
095 . 0.9 ""
70 80 EU 20 30 40 50 GO 70 80
TP hits P hits
—s=— DQM_CKF-test_1000evt
—— DQM_mKFitREFit-test_1000evt
—— DQM_mKFitREFit-OR-fest_1000evt
—+— DQM_mKFitREFit-ORK-test_1000evt
| N of sin] —— DOM_mkFitREFit-OR4-test “1000evt
[%] E n
@ o a
‘(E) 1065"""" """""""" -
© =3 E
% . sk S
£ 10 2
4 E 1%}
g ok 5
F10F 8
o @
10°E
10%F
108
T
9 1.uof 9
= =
& S wfp- Attt
1 E S B B EEREREEEE
. [ IR NSNS E
0 20 25 0 10 15 20 25
TP layers TP layers

| N of simulated tracks vs pixel layer |

TrackingParticles

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs pixel layer |

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

[ N of simulated tracks vs 3D layer |

TrackingParticles

3 4 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

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

E n

E a
10°F 5

E £10°
10°K- 2
10°F 3

§ & 10
10°k=s:
1%k 10
10k

iL- 3
1.V F 9 1.4

& 1.05
£

0924 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 099 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

TP 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


