N of simulated tracks vs hit_]

[N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs hit |

1%} F n
@ F a
© F [
§ 10°F k5
o E k3]
(=] o p=}
£ - =
S 10k 2
g 10 E S
= = 2
[ 14
10°F
105— -------------
CLUE :L‘ .'|.'.'.li' .
% " N 4‘%
o4 o4
o O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0"0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits P hits
—=— DQM_CKF-test_1000evt
—e— DQM_CKFREFit-test_1000evt
[N of sin] —— DQM_mkFitREFit-test_1000evt
12} F |2
@ F a
] r =
E 10'F 3
2 210
g 10°k 2
<] 10 . o)
- 3
[ 4
L - A 10
R0 S R LR R RS & dr R
i LR R
o Luaf o
5 | | 5 1
o 24
| | 0.9)
9% 20 25 °%

TP layers

| N of simulated tracks vs pixel layer |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

TP layers

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs pixel layer |

F v
F =
10°F 5
Q
g
10* 3
§103
10° &
10?
10
10?
o
3
14 1 -
0.95]
0.95 5 6 7 8 T 2 3 4 6 7 8

TP pixel layers

[ N of simulated tracks vs 3D layer |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

el
TP pixel layers

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

F n
o =
1003 3
E g 10°
Eo: 2
- g
10%k;-:- g
E b 0
F el
10°F
r 10
10
1
J..U- 9 4.5
P 3
| [y @
NGl
92 4 6 6 10 12 14 16 18 20 92 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

TP 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


