N of simulated tracks vs hit_]

[N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs hit |

1%} F n
2 E o
5] =
sYF B 10
o E 5 10
2 [ 2
= E g
g8 F g
= I 2

3 & 10

10

:__ 1

o +vf o
I T
o oo [
1= T -
ot : £ 1T .
. 70 80 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits P hits
— 5 N: o m;m TTOT_TUUUEVT
g M {:&‘c e'OK 100
—— DOM_fit ¢ cEeOK_SORTRZZ 1000evt
| N of sinl —— DOMfit eOK_SORTRZ2_ TESTOUTLIERS 1000evt
[%] E n F
K F & 3
(=) 6 I
S 100
210% - s f :
. 2 ol :
8 1nd 9 E :
s 10F s f :

E 14 [ :
0 10 :
10%F [

F 10 .
10K E

ik 1 i
o FRVE) K=} + T A -+ .
T T
o 24 T
- T
09 0. T .
0 20 25 0 5 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

10°F

10°

10%

5 6
TP pixel

[ N of simulated tracks vs 3D layer |

7 8
layers

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

5 6 7
TP pixel layers

8

(%] E n F
@ E & F
o 6 I
= 10°F
ST B I0'F
%’ 1%k = F
3 F 20k
S 104k s UE
F 10E o f :
E @ [ :
10° £ 10%F
1%k E :
10 :
1OEr E
1g- lg_- i | [ |
o v o v : H+
T T A =p
@ o ' = | +
T |__
o b 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 o V 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
TP 3D layers TP 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


