N of reco track vs hit

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs hit

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs hit

4] %] %] ]
3 3 3 g
g 8 8 g
B g 2 s
E s 8
=
=1
o
i<} . o . . . . k=] o
1 +ﬁﬂ+‘|¢+ ﬁ_{ ATk *# B - : e p 4. 4
8t | || E . 2B
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 510 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0¥ g 10 12 14 16 18 20
K hi track hits track hits track hits
1giNal_step2_ttbar-pnasel-newgeom
M”pixelCPE_step2 ttbar-phasel-newgeom
[Nofreco trackvs ] ——— DQM_]| p|xe|CPECh| OR2_step2_ttbar- phasel newgeom |
] 1%} &) 12}
s S S ]
g g 8 g
. © ° S
E 8 8
=
=3
=
o o =} o 4
8 : 8 g 8 :
K : o o o ...
1615 20 25 015 20 25 5 0O E g 161214 16 18 20 20 24

[N of reco track vs pixellayer ]
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